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The purpose of this study was two-fold. Primarily, the study
set out to identify social and behavioral factors responsible for the
disproportionate representation of black men as offenders and victims
of homicide. It also set out to identify spciflc variables strongly
associated with homicide that could in the future be used as predictors
of homicidal individuals.
The literature reviewed for this study revealed a number of
studies that were mostly concentrated on the prevalence of violence
in the milieu and demographic, as dominant factors to homicide. The
Purpose in Life measurement was therefore introduced in the
Investigation of homicide to determine the significance of a low
purpose in life, to homicide. Further, to determine how significant
could a low purpose in life serve as a motivational factor and a
predictor to homicide.
Two groups, black male homicide offenders, an experimental group
and black male non-homicide offenders, a control group were selected
from prison populations in Georgia. Fifty-seven Inmates participated
in the study, 35 were homicide offenders and 22 were non-homicide
offenders. A three-part questionnaire was used consisting of, a Purpose
in Life test, locus of control measurement and a demogrpahic questionn¬
aire which included assessments of subjects' lifestyle involvement in
physical violences prior to the crimes.
The results from this study drew no major significant differences
from the two groups and therefore no conclusions could be reached.
Ideal and future research should include larger random sampled
populations and longitudinal studies.
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Modern societies are witnessing rapid advancements
in the areas of technology and science. Accompanying this
advancement is a steady decline and regression in the areas
of human life and lifestyles. Of significance to all the
problems facing this robotic era is the persistence of human
violence. Violence has become an epidemic which, when
viewed in absolute terms, does not discriminate against any
age, color, class, sex nor nationality. It is a worldwide
problem. It is characterized by international terrorism,
apartheid, riots, crime, domestic violence and child abuse.
However, when violence is viewed in relative terms, it can
be seen as distinguishable across basic characteristics of
color and class.
Typical to this distinction of violence is the
violation of human rights through overt and covert forms of
discriminatory practices and oppression against people of
color. For instance, personal and institutionalized
violence have become such vicious social problems,
inaccurately defined, wrongly interpreted, thus persistently
challenging modern life. This sociological premise provides
a firm foundation for the investigation of the types of
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violence that impact negatively on black men, particularly,
black on black crimes.
It is asserted here that manifestations of these
forms of violence are sometimes ignored, partially
addressed, accepted as a way of life, or simply viewed as a
form of entertainment. For instance, the continuous rise in
mortality rates of black men compared to white men in this
country, as a result of homicide should be examined against
the state of black life in America. It should not be
accepted as a way of life, and treated with benign neglect
or with a sense of negativism. Just as it would be
imbecilic and unscientific to suggest that white America
goes around instigating blacks to kill one another, it would
be as imbecilic to suggest that blacks have an inherent
desire to destroy each other. However, the overt and covert
forms of violence that prevail in their daily struggles for
a respectable type of existence pushes most to seek manhood
through violence, and this can be construed as genocide.
Another dimension of America’s use and acceptance of vio¬
lence as a way of life is described by Alvin Poussaint as
follows;
It is an ugly fact that the American cultural
experience has taught us that crime and violence is
a way to success and manhood .... Americans
respect violence and often will not respond to the
just demands of its citizens unless they are
accompanied by violence. Some of us have come to
feel that the quickest way to solve any problem,
personal or social, is through an impulsive act of
violence.^
Against the background of violence there also emerges the
subtleties of the mechanisms of oppression and discrimina¬
tion that infringe on one's day-to-day normal existence.
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The pursuit of this study will therefore be
conducted under the rubrics of two forms of violence,
namely, institutionalized violence and personal violence, as
they specifically impact on the lives of black men, an
over-represented segment of the population who become
victims of offenders of homicide. Homicide, which is
defined as the killing of one human being by another, has
repeatedly been found to be the number one cause of death
among black men between the ages of 19-25.^
The statistics on death rates due to homicide, based
on per 100,000 population, between white and black males for
1960-1982, show that in I960, homicide was one of the
leading causes of death for black males accounting for 36.7
percent of total deaths. In 1982, the figures rose to 59.1
percent. Similarly in I960, homicide as one of the leading
causes of death for white males, accounted for only 3-6
percent of all deaths and in 1982 it rose to six percent.
The death rates for black males due to suicide also based on
per 100,000 population, were lower compared to white males.
The suicide rates for white males increased from 17.6
percent in I960 to 20.7 percent in 1982. For black males,
the suicide rates increased from 6.4 percent to only 10.1
percent in 1982.3 Although these figures indicate gradual
rises in percentages for both black and white males from
I960 to 1982, proportionately, the figures for black males
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are significantly high when looking specifically at the
homicide rate.
In the Georgia Statistical Abstracts for 1984-1985,
homicide was ranked fourth, as the leading cause of death
for black men, and only number twelve as the leading cause
of death for white men in 1982.^
A study commissioned by the Pennsylvania Health
Data, reported that in Philadelphia, which is 40 percent
black, homicide was found to be the leading cause of death
in 1984 for black male residents between the ages of 15-34*
In that particular age group, 105 blacks, more than three
times the number of white males, were slain by blacks in
that year. In the same report, officials at the Centers for
Disease Control in Atlanta stated that homicide was a major
contributor to the high death rate among black men between
15-34 years of age. The death rate for black men in that
age group was estimated at 1,024.7 per 100,000 population
compared with 701.8 of every 100,000 v/hite males. Officials
of the Centers for Disease Control have concluded that
criminal homicide was primarily a societal problem over
which law enforcement had little or no control.5 in another
report on a study aimed at examining homicide patterns in
eight selected cities of the United States in 1978 (Chicago,
Philadelphia, Dallas, Ashton, Memphis, St. Louis, Oakland
and Newark), homicide was divided into three categories.
These categories were family homicide, acquaintance homicide
and stranger homicide.^ Of the three types of homicides,
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acquaintance homicide accounted for the largest proportion
of homicide in the eight cities. Blacks and males were more
predominant as offenders and victims in the acquaintance
homicide category.7
Such documentation of the rise in homicide rates in
the black population and startling conclusions as drawn from
the Centers for Disease Control on the limitations of the
law enforcement sector to control the rapid increase in
homicide raise interesting questions. They also indicate
that somehow, methodologically, the diagnosis and the
measures of treatment employed to eradicate this problem are
inadequate. This study will not deviate from past studies
of this nature; however, as an exploratory study, it will
provide additional knowledge useful for future research on
this subject.
General Statement of the Problem
Literature is abound with documentation of black
men, disproportionately represented as both offenders and
victims of criminal homicide, compared to white men. There
are also etiological factors and demographics that link
criminal homicide to low socioeconomics, unemployment,
poverty and the participation of the 15-34 age groups in
greater numbers than any other age group. Criminal homicide
is also characterized as an intraracial crime rather than an
interracial crime. Related to these findings on homicide,
the question regarding homicide, being labelled as a uni¬
dimensional phenomenon, remains debatable.
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Although there is documentation of the types of
felonies that occur at the time of a murder, there is,
however, fragmented evidence of any patterns of behaviors
signified by specific acts of violence that precede murders,
committed by black men. There exists a lack of resourceful
information pertaining to black offenders’ personal evalua¬
tion of their life experiences and expectations that would
provide some understanding and insight into the unknown
world of murderers. As Dr. Ruth Dennis puts it, ’’murderers
are probably very much aware of the world they live in, and
they see that their world is a world of despair.” She
continues, ”It is probably the awareness of their condition
that makes them so easily angered, frustrated and aggres¬
sive.”8 It is this unknown world that should be explored.
The absence of substantive information regarding the
offender’s past participation in violent crimes, perception
and analysis of life experiences in terms of daily experien¬
ces and future anticipations, do not afford a broader
etiological understanding of the world of black offenders,
from their perspective, and how it differs from that of
non-offenders, given similar characteristics and condi¬
tions. It limits chances of predicting from the general
population, individuals who would be more prone to commit¬
ting a murder and those individuals who might be subjected
to victimization. It decelerates mounting efforts that are
geared towards the development of interventive strategies.
Therefore, given the growing numbers of black men
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incarcerated for criminal homicide and increasing mortality
rates as a result of criminal homicide among black men,
certain questions have to be raised. Only by responding to
these questions adequately and scientifically, can measures
of preventing the prevalence of this type of violence be
attained.
Summary Statement of the Problem
This study will thus attempt to respond to the
following questions;
1. What distinguishes offenders from non-offenders
of criminal homicide, given similar characteris¬
tics of race, age category, educational levels,
employment statuses socioeconomics, criminal
records, family structure, lifestyle (to include
drinking habits, use of drugs), use of violence,
type of community reared in, and types of crimes
they commit?
2. Do offenders and non-offenders of criminal
homicide perceive and assess their world
differently, thus have differences in their
purposes in life, given similar demographic
characteristics of age, race, socioeconomics and
educational levels?
3* Will the findings provide some basis for further
studies of replication, leading to empirical
basis for establishing predictive validity on
the association of these variables?
Purpose of the Study
The empirical evidence suggests that homicide has
basically, established patterns and characteristics that can
be classified by race, age and sex. The purpose of this
study is to explore other factors responsible for the
manifestations of homicide in certain groups. This study
will:
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1. explore the real world of the
viewed from their perspective;
subjects, as
2. explore other socially related circumstances
the milieu, conducive to homicidal acts; and
in
3. establish previous manifestations
personal violence.
of the act of
Assumptions
Criminal homicide is a multidimensional phenomenon
and thus it is assumed here that;
1. Individuals who feel less of a control or have
no control whatsoever over their destiny because
of structural impediments, disregard their
existence and the existence of others perceived
to be "like” them.9
2. Such individuals are therefore fearless to
inflict bodily harm, an act that is risky and
can possibly incur injury or death of self or
others.
3. These individuals are most likely to kill or be
killed.
The writer would further extend these assumptions to
apply to individuals who adopt the practice of terrorism.
Although the issue of terrorism is rather complex and
unrelated to this study, a cursory analogy could be drawn
between terrorists and homicide offenders who ignore the
risks involved in the perpetrations of their acts and the
convictions they hold that lead them to commit such acts of
violence.
Hypotheses
To guide this investigation, the following hypothe¬
sis have been formulated:
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Research Hypotheses
1. There is a significant difference between
homicide offenders and non-homicide offenders on
their involvement in physical violent crimes.
2. There is a significant difference between
homicide offenders and non-homicide offenders
regarding their purpose in life.
Null Hypotheses
la. There is no significant difference between
homicide offenders and non-homicide offenders
regarding their involvement in physical violent
crimes.
2a. There is no significant difference between
homicide offenders and non-homicide offenders
regarding their purpose in life.
3. There are no statistically significant differ¬
ences between homicide offenders and
non-homicide offenders given the same charac¬
teristics on the type of violent crimes they had
committed and their purpose in life.
Dependent and Independent Variables
In postulating a relationship between the constructs
identified, the variables were categorized to facilitate
measurements. They have been identified as follows:
1. Dependent Variable: Homicide - the killing of
another individual.
2. Independent Variables: The predictors of the
condition investigated are employment status,
educational levels, socioeconomics, family
structure, lifestyle, social class, age, use of
physical violence, purpose in life, occupation,
marital status, and locus of control.
Conceptual Definitions
1. Institutionalized violence is a covert form of
violence characterized by oppression, segregation and
discrimination, perpetrated by legal and formal institu-
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tions.
2. Personal violence is defined as an overt form of
violence, characterized by such acts as assault, murder and
suicide, perpetrated by persons or individuals against one
another, or against self. ”10
3. Violence will be used in this study to refer to
those physical or structural forces of destruction per¬
petrated against individuals, interfering with their right
to life, administered covertly and overtly.
4. Oppression is broadly defined by Turner,
Singleton and Musick (1984) as both a process and a struc¬
ture. At the procedural level, it involves specific acts by
some people, designed to place others in the lower ranks of
society. At structural level, such a process creates a
bottom rank in a hierarchical system of ranks. Members of
this bottom rank are the victims of oppression and are
likely to organize their lives around the fact that they
will possess few valuable resources."'”* Employing Rutner,
Singleton and Mustek's definition, oppression will be used
in this study to refer to covert forms of violence, employed
at a structural level to subjugate a group of persons to
servitude status, on the basis of class, color and levels of
education. In order to operationalize the concept of
oppression, unemployment, low socioeconomics, and education
will be the variables used for measurement .”* 2
5. Homicide is defined as the killing of one person
by another. For this study, the term, criminal homicide.
will be used synonymously with the term murder, which is
defined as "the unlawful killing of one human being by
another with malice aforethought, either expressed or
implied." ”13 Both acts of violence are punishable under law.
A review of the law of homicide in general and specifically
as it is applied in the State of Georgia is presented in the
review of literature. For the purpose of this study, the
actual killing of another person, irrespective of the
circumstances leading to the act, will be described as
homicide.
Operational Definitions
1. Purpose in life is an attitude of the extent to
which a person experiences a sense of meaning and purpose in
life. It will be measured by using a ten itemized question¬
naire. Each question is to be measured on a scale of 1 (low
purpose) to 7 (high purpose). The total score ranges from
10 (low purpose) to 70 (high purpose).
2. Employment status was measured using the length
of time employed, type of employment full-time, part-time.
3. Unemployment was measured by an absence of a job
for a period of more than six months; inability to hold a
job for more than one year marked by ons and offs of a job
and an employment history of part-time jobs.
4. Education was measured by the actual number of
years of formal education attained. Twelve years or less of
formal education will signify less education. Technical and
professional training beyond twelve years up to college
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degree will constitute average level and beyond college,
high levels of education.
5. Socioeconomics was measured by the average
family income per year. Lifestyle denoting factors that are
risk-taking, i.e., use of drugs, alcohol, gambling, frequent
possession of weapon.
6. Use of violence was measured by history of
fighting, charges and arrests for committing minor and major
assaults with or without a weapon, rape robbery and murder.
7. External and internal Locus of Control repre¬
sents the individual's perception that a desired outcome is
contingent upon one's ability or is due to chance or others'
actions (Roffer 1966).
Theoretical Framework
The etiology of violent behavior has been inves¬
tigated by distinguished scholars utilizing various
approaches. Freud (1920) in his classic psycho-analytic
theory described as an inwardly directed instinct of
self-destruction. Freud made significant contributions to
clinical approach to violent behavior and made in-roads for
other works such as Menninger (1938) on alcohol addiction as
a form of self-destruction. Menninger, however, deviated
from Freud's unitary theory adding that:
alcohol addiction is a disastrous attempt at self¬
cure of an unseen inner conflict aggravated but nor
primarily caused by external conflicts; however, in
the case of an individual whose self is affected
primarily by external forces, such forces generate
feelings of inadequacy.1^
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Lorenz ( 1 966), on the other hand extended an
ethnologist viewpoint which perceived violent behavior as an
adaptive mechanism utilized by organisms for survival
purposes. With the shifts in inquiries from internal to
external forces, to shed light on factors in human behavior
and the environment responsible for violent behavioral acts,
a sociological approach emerged with varied heuristic
theories and typologies. Deserving mention but not neces¬
sarily establishing any frameworks for this study are
Wolfgang and Ferracuti's (1964) sub-culture of violence
theory. These authors asserted that;
the highest rates of homicide occurred among the
relatively homogeneous subcultural groups in any
large urban community. Similar prevalent rates can
be found in some rural areas already highly unsafe
places to live and with strong ideological support
for protest, overwhelming the motive of
self-preservation, this restrain faltered. "'5
Of significance to this theory was the generaliza¬
tion, unconvincingly founded on the notion that because of
high rates of homicide in certain ethnic groups, there
existed a cultural value attachment to the use of violence
and any deviations from it by members of the subculture, was
punishable through the application of violence. In other
words, violence in this group prevailed as a way of life.
The limitations to this theory are honored by the authors
who state:
We have not attempted to explain the cause of the
sub-culture of violence. Such an endeavor undoub¬
tedly involves analysis of social class and race
relations that would include residential, occupa¬
tional and other social forms of discrimination and
cultural isolation.16
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Related to these limitations of the theory, the writer
observes that the analysis of society’s violence and its
preponderance on those who might be culturally isolated or
powerless, because of class, would be equally important.
The Frustration-Aggression theory advocated by
Dollard et al. (1939) suggested that efforts to thwart the
attainment of a goal generated aggressiveness and forced
individuals to act or behave violently. Chimbos (1978) adds
that this theory has been employed by Straus and Straus
(1953)» Henry Short (1954), and Wolfgang (1958) in other
studies on criminal homicide which assumed that the lower
class individual is more likely to resort to violence
because he is subjected to economic frustrations than is the
middle or upper class counterparts.
It is Merton, Cloward and Ohlin’s opportunity theory
that addresses the notion of economic frustrations in-depth
and provides a situational perspective to the questions of
low-class criminality. According to Merton (1957),
societies stipulate goals of success which, when blocked,
individuals opt for other means that might be illegitimate,
in order to achieve these goals. Merton further suggests
that the American society is characterized by an obsession
with the overriding goal of material success, without an
equal emphasis on the proper way of to achieve it. However,
it is the absence of the means to attain these goals rather
than the lack of emphasis on the channels to attain the
goal. The awareness of the institutions to be utilized
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might be there but the process in operation in these insti¬
tutions might deter directly or indirectly some from seeking
services in the nature of employment or education. Follow¬
ing Merton’s analysis is Braithwaite who adds that: "The
legitimate means for achieving the cultural goal of material
success are a good education, a good job, investment^7
Cloward and Ohlin on Delinquency and Opportunity
(1961) propose that crime arises out of a mode of behavior
in persons who have been inculcated with goals of society,
success, money and social climbing, but not the necessity of
following normative courses of arriving at such goals. When
the means of attaining these goals are blocked, but the
illegitimate avenues open, delinquency arises. Lower class
delinquency is therefore the outcome of conditions perceived
oppressive and the denial of opportunities.
A Value-Added Approach
The value-added approach will form a basic framework
for this investigation, acknowledging the antecedency of
factors that lead to the perpetration of criminal homicide
among relatively young black men. Chimbos (1978) employed a
similar approach in his study of interspouse homicide,
exploring the situational element responsible for inter¬
spouse homicide. His findings supported earlier contentions
that interspouse homicide was not an "explosive" type of
violence. However, the findings revealed previous incidence
of violence characterized by insults, physical threats and
disputes in the relationship. In addition, the findings
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alluded to childhood experiences of the subjects with
violence, modelled from significant others.
The value-added orientation in the study of crime
causation, described by Smelsers (1963) and further explored
by Gibbons (1971) refers to ”a series of stages or events in
which each must occur according to a particular pattern, in
order for a certain outcome to be produced18 Using the
value-added approach this study will explore the situational
factors and will only be limited to what can possibly be
measured. As described by Gibbons, this value-added
perspective contends that a multitude of factors occur:
"situational influences may often be crucial final elements
in a value-added process that ends in lawbreaking." 19
Included under the value-added approach is Cloward
and Ohlin's opportunity theory that addresses blockages of
such opportunities as education and employment. The absence
of opportunities such as an adequate education, limit one’s
chances of competing in a highly competitive society. Such
limitations in education trigger a chain of other events
such as inabilities to compete in the open labor market and
inability to compete for decent housing. What is generally
perceived as relative deprivation eventually results in
absolute deprivation.20 The latter is capable of generating
feelings of inadequacy. It is therefore suggested that once
an individual reaches this stage, that individual is more
liable to commit self-destructive activities and the
destruction of others.
17
The value-added approach, as suggested by Gibbons
which emphasizes early life experiences, will be confined to
the variables that are being measured, thus eliminating
early socializations, experiences with siblings and family
relationships. The emphasis of this study will center on
the situational barriers already identified and their impact
on the individuals.
Significance of the Study
Black communities and families are experiencing
instabilities, solicitude and mistrust associated with the
rising waves of violence gripping their neighborhoods. On
the other hand, the criminal justice system is experiencing
frustrations with the lack of cooperation and complacency on
the part of witnesses to crimes committed in black neighbor¬
hoods, for fear of reprisal.
There are those researchers who have studied
problems of violence in black neighborhoods under damaging
theoretical frameworks of normlessness, pathology, cultural
deprivation, blame the victim and sub-culture of violence,
thus not able to generate any positive mechanisms to help
ameliorate the problem. Instead, the findings and
conclusions drawn have tended to instill, to the general
public, negativism to the plight of black communities. They
have also swayed public opinion back to Moynihan's
controversial report about black families failures. Hence
the plight of blacks in America continues to be treated with
benign neglect.21
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By highlighting institutionalized violence of
oppression as it impedes the normal social functioning of
minority groups in civilized and democratic societies, and
alluding to the pseudo-social equalities of accommodation,
tolerance and social pittances, which obliterate changes to
many to lead fulfilled lives, it is anticipated that this
study will:
1. Demonstrate that institutionalized violence as
it impacts on blacks, shifts the epistemological bounds of
criminal homicide from a narrow scope of a unidimensional
phenomenon to a multidimensional phenomenal perspective.
2. Establish a basis for identifying individuals
who are at risk as future offenders and victims of criminal
homicide, thus aiding the criminal justice system and other
related agencies in their efforts to establish measures of
prevention over the rampant rise of criminal homicide in
black neighborhoods.
3. Lead to theoretical frameworks that would
facilitate cross cultural comparisons of criminal homicide
on blacks as means of understanding other dynamics related
to this problem and finally lead to awareness programs
targeted for those identified as "risk.”
Finally, as the objective of education and
particularly the social work professional mission to address
social issues of the oppressed and combat through education
any forms of oppression and inequalities, this study will
significantly contribute to the existing body of knowledge
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designed to curb forms of violence against people, both
personal and institutionalized forms of violence. Kardiner
and Ovesey assert, "There is only one way that the products
of oppression can be dissolved and that is to stop the
oppression." Social work should be a vehicle of dissolution
and eradication of oppression.
Limitations and Scope of the Study
A large randomized sample size drawn from various
prison populations in the State of Georgia would have
afforded the generalization of the outcomes of this study to
the general population. However, the prison system's
bureaucratic mechanisms and the unwillingness on the part of
some offenders to participate in the study created limita¬
tions for this study. Hence, a small sample size of
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Pertinent research studies deemed significant for
use in this study relating particularly to variables selected
for exploration, were difficult to discern from the studies
on homicide because homicide studies are often examined
within broader rubrics of violence, aggression and crime.
Within these general categories, homicide, as a societal
problem, has; legal, social, health, and psychological
ramifications. Consequently, laymen, students and scholars
have to examine the theoretical perspectives of sociologists,
psychologists, criminologists and medical specialists on
homicide in order to conceptualize the breadth of this
problem. Furthermore, the legal classification of homicide
is unclear. Revitch and Schlesinger (1981) observe that
’’the legal classification of crime and homicide is a mere
abstraction and a Procrustean bed into which the most complex
phenomena are supposed to be fitted. It may serve the
legal purpose of retribution but says little or nothing
about the crime and it is a useless prognostic guide.”^
Upholding the notion of classifying homicide into
primary and nonprimary categories^ on the basis of victim/of-
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fender relationship, Parker and Smith (1979) contend that
such classifications are useful in determining predictions
of the strengths of certain variables. For example, Parker
and Smith concluded (using Loftin and Hill's (1974) structural
poverty index to examine etiological factors and their
relationship to primary and nonprimary homicide and the
severity of punishment as a deterrent) that the structural
poverty index was a strong predictor of primary rather
than nonprimary homicides and that without such categories
in homicide, such predictions would be difficult.
Notably, the classification of homicide into various
categories further discerns the degrees of severity of
the act. Depending on the circumstances of the act the
perpetrator may be fully or partially exonerated of any
wrongdoings, e.g., as in the case of justifiable homicide.
Conversely, the perpetrator may be fully blamed for the
act, as is the case with culpable homicide. Irrespective
of these theoretical underpinnings found in the study of
homicide, the ambiguous legal classifications of this crime,
and the difficulty of meting out legal justice, is critical.
What is even more critical in the writer's view is the
disproportionate homicides found within a specific racial
group and their intraracial nature. It is easier and safer
to examine the causes of death that are attributable to
diseases. It is difficult to examine the causes of homicides
among particular severely disadvantaged minority groups.
The researcher's sense of objectivity is often challenged.
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Whatever difficulties one encounters in the study of homicide
certain issues must be analyzed as objectively as possible
should effective solutions to the problem be found. Con¬
sequently the problem of homicide as it impacts on blacks
must be thoroughly examined with specific emphasis placed
on socioeconomic factors, life-history experiences, and
the every-day situations shared by the participants in
homicide, namely offenders and victims. Therefore the
literature reviewed reflects the multifactorial nature
of homicide as it relates to the target population.
Legal Definition of Homicide
Fundamental to this study is a concise, legal definition
of homicide. According to the Criminal Code of Georgia,
homicide is legally defined to include murder and voluntary
manslaughter as follows;
(a) A person is said to have committed murder when
he unlawfully and with malice aforethought,
either expressed or implied, causes the death
of another human being. Expressed malice is
that deliberate intention unlawfully to take
away the life of a fellow creature, which is
manifested by external circumstances capable
of proof. Malice shall be implied where no
considerable provocation appears and where
all the circumstances of the killing show an
abandoned and malignant heart.
(b) A person also commits the crime of murder,
when in the commission of a felony, he causes
the death of another human being, irrespective
of malice.
(c) A person commits voluntary manslaughter when
he causes the death of another human being
under circumstances which would otherwise be
murder, if he acts solely as the result of
a sudden, violent and irresistible passion
resulting from serious provocation sufficient
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to excite such passion in a reasonable person ;
however, if there should have been an interval
between the provocation and the killing sufficient
for the voice of reason and humanity to be
heard, of which the jury in all cases shall
be the judge, the killing shall be attributed
to deliberate revenge and be punished as murder.^
This definition clearly states the act and circumstances
constituting murder within a legal framework. Although
cognizant of the legal ramifications of this definition,
the writer as a social scientist defines the term homicide
as the willful killing of one person by another, irrespective
of the circumstances. To the writer the notion of delineating
homicide on the basis of circumstances leading to the act
and the onus of responsibility lacks reliability, and serves
no particular purpose for the scientific study of homicide
because the events leading to homicide are after derived
from unilateral sources, namely, perpetrators and witnesses
whose narration is consciously safeguarded against self-
incrimination. Consequently a homicide offender is often
exonerated as a short prison sentence is served. Although
it is not within the limits of this paper to argue for
or against institutional rehabilitation, capital punishment,
or deterrence, the legal systems are vulnerable to partiality
in the administration of law. Such impartialities do not
unfortunately guarantee the defendants fair treatment within
the legal system.
Demographics Characteristics
Two illustrative studies of homicide that utilize
the characteristics of race, age, sex, and socioeconomics
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follow; Graham (1971) in his studies of violence in Africa
found that violent crimes were heavily concentrated in
larger cities and were committed by males who are primarily
from the lower end of the socioeconomic ladder. Further,
he found that violent crimes stemmed, disproportionately
from the ghetto slums where most blacks lived and where
discrimination and poverty were coupled with high crime
rates. Graham concluded that:
The victims of violent crimes in the cities
generally had the same characteristics as the
offenders. They tended to be males, youths, poor
persons, and blacks. Nine out of ten urban homicides,
aggravated assaults and rapes involved victims
and offenders of the same race except robbery—the
greatest proportion of all serious violence committed
by repeaters.5
Wolfgang's (1958) study of homicide in Philadelphia,
conducted between 19^8-1952, drew similar findings. He
found that there was a statistically significant association
between criminal homicide and the race and sex of both
offenders and victims of criminal homicide. In his rank
order, based on per 100,000 population by race and sex
of offenders, black males scored 41.7 percent, black females,
9.3 percent, white males, 3*4 percent and white females
only .4 percent. Wolfgang, however, cautioned that the
participation of blacks in greater numbers than whites
in criminal homicide should never be misconstrued as a
genetic problem, but rather be examined within a social
context.6 Wolfgang's study, however, deemphasized the
impacts of the institutionalized forms of violence and
overemphasized the absence of positive value systems; i.e.
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among young, minority blacks in the lower socioeconomic
strata. Wolfgang attributed young blacks high homicide
rates to a subculture of violence that supported a system
of values conducive to violence and physical aggression.
These values were generated from child-rearing processes
and adult interpersonal relationships, which sometimes
ended in criminal slayings.7 Within this subculture of
violence the young black male was expected to resort to
violence when faced with perceived threats of any kind
from others. In another study Wolfgang and Ferracuti (1967)
study that homicide rises in certain race-sex-age specific
groups; i.e. black males aged 20-24, whose rate was 92.5
compared to 24.6 for all blacks in other age categories
and 1.8 for all whites.^ Henry and Short (1977)» found
that homicide rates among blacks who were in the low status
category was ten times as high as the homicide rate among
white persons in the higher status category. Further,
their findings revealed that homicide was mostly concentrated
in the younger age category, 20-24 years.
The National Institute of Justice’s report (1985)
of a national study conducted to examine the patterns of
American homicide, using national and eight selected cities'
data,9 (conducted over a period of eleven years), found
similar demographic characteristics of race, age and sex
in both victims and offenders of criminal homicide, i.e.,
to those of the preceding studies.
Of the four national regions (Northeastern, North
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Central, Southern and Western) and during the eleven-year
period, the highest rate of victimization occurred for
the 20-29 age group. This same age group accounted for
the highest homicide offending rates during the same period
in the nation, regions and the eight cities. The sex distri¬
bution of homicide victims for the same period of eleven
years was 75 percent male and 25 percent female, while
the distribution of homicide-offending arrests accounted
for 80 percent males and 20 percent females.’'*^ The racial
distribution for black homicide victims dropped from 53«1
percent in 1968 to 43.8 in 1978. However, the report did
indicate that blacks were more likely to become homicide
victims, given their smaller population size. Homicide
offenders were nationally and in the eight cities, dispropor¬
tionately, black. "I ^ It should further be stated that because
homicide was classified into three categories in this study,
namely acquaintance, family and stranger homicide, white
offenders predominated in the family homicide category
and white victims predominated in the stranger and family
homicide categories, ^2 while black victims and offenders
predominated in the acquaintance category. In examining
the black homicide victims figures and their decline between
1968-1978, from 53.1 percent to 43-8 percent (which are
not explained in the report) one is inclined to explain
such declines within Henry and Short's (1977) framework
of the expansion and contraction of business cycles. The
expansion and contraction of business cycles suggests that
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rises and declines in homicide rates are associated with
the status of the economy.
In another study that was conducted by O’Carroll
and Mercy between 1976-1980 (and included in the Federal
Bureau of Investigation’s Uniform Crime Reporting Program,
which covers about 95 percent of the United States’ population)
the findings revealed that black males experienced the
highest homicide rates of any race/sex group, and that
young black males were a high risk group of homicide victimiza¬
tion. Further, the findings showed that victims and offenders
among blacks were known to each other, 60 percent of homicides
of blacks were committed by acquaintances, family members
and 12 percent by strangers during the periods studied.^3
In Swiggert’s (1975) study on patterns of legal
treatment accorded offenders of homicide, which encompassed
areas of the Northeastern United States, the study revealed
more about the offenders of homicide. Utilizing primary
data derived from court clinic records,^5 Swiggert selected
444 cases of persons charged with murder between 1955-1973*
She designed an instrument to assess each individual on
several categories; namely, social character (information
on race, sex, age, social background of the individual),
prior offense records, circumstances of the offense, a
diagnostic report and legal data surrounding the offense.
Besides the demographic characteristics revealed in the
findings, this study revealed that black males in their
20s and 30s were overly represented as victims and offenders.
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Low socioeconomic status, lack of employment, and lower
occupational positions characterized those arrested for
murder, with the majority having less than high school
education. Over half of the defendants had had previous
criminal records, with blacks constituting 61 percent of
this group. Data on prior offense records revealed that
blacks were mostly arrested for violent crimes. No signi¬
ficant differences were, however, found in the rate of
previous convictions by race nor with previous incarceration
rates.
Swiggert also found stereotypes that permeate the
legal and judicial system's operations, which then influence
the treatment of those individuals who are assessed as
replicas of a sub-culture of violence. As a result, it
becomes difficult to separate legitimate from illegitimate
information contained in court records, particularly as
it relates to previous offense records. Moreover, because
of the lack of access to legal resources, a majority of
blacks charged with any types of offenses, are unable to
afford legal defenses, and without access to legal aid
resources, find themselves with criminal records which,
inversely, and all things being equal, would not have been
there.
Georgia's trends on murder and non-negligent man¬
slaughter for 1983 as shown in Table 1, the characteristics
of age, sex and race do compare to earlier mentioned findings










Profile of Persons Arrested 590 Arrests
2.4% 16 and under Sex: Male 82.5%
16. 3% 17 - 21 Female 17.5%
22.7% 22 - 26
22.7% 27 - 31
11.5% 32 - 36 Race: White 35.4%
24.4% 37 and over Non-white 64.6%
Source: Georgia Criminal Justice Data, 1983> prepared
by Georgia Crime Information Center and the Georgia Criminal
Justice Coordinating Council, August 1984, p. 12.
State of Georgia. Of 590 persons arrested for murder and
non-negligent manslaughter, 64.6 percent were non-white
and 35.4 percent white; 82.5 percent were males and 17.5
percent females; the age category, which has been collapsed
for ages 17-31, accounts for 61.7 percent and the remaining
24.4 percent for ages 37 and over and 2.4 percent for ages
16 and under. ”1^ These figures are an indication of the
participation of a younger population in murder and man¬
slaughter .
Residential Areas & Other Environmental Factors
Rose and McClain (1981) conducted a study on Black
Homicide and the Urban Government which covered a five-
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year period, 1970-1975, and which was designed to identify
environmental factors that could be labelled as ’’risky"
in black communities to homicide. The Investigators selected
six major cities, Atlanta, Detroit, Houston, Los Angeles,
Pittsburgh, and St. Louis, as chief areas of focus because
of the areas’ rapid population growth of blacks and the
notion that these area offered opportunities to better
economic status for blacks. Secondary data sources derived
from the FBI Supplementary Homicide Reports, City, County,
and Local Health departments, police and court records
were utilized to identify homicide victims and their demo¬
graphic characteristics. From this large sample, victims’
next of kin or spouses and offenders, when known, were
identified from information provided in death certificates.
A stratified random sample of this group formed the final
population for survey. An instrument designed to elicit
information about the homicide event from the offender’s
standpoint and factors leading to victimization was rather
limited in addressing circumstances leading to victimization.
The investigators attributed this problem to the restrictiveness
of the use of the term "homicide" in capturing the full
range of actions leading one person to take the life of
another. "I ^
Significant findings from this study related to
high risk environments, particularly in Atlanta which were
identified as those neighborhoods set aside for low income
occupants and in Detroit, identified as the inner zones
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described as poor and downtrodden. The research also
established that offenders and victims were often unemployed
and likely to be high school dropouts. Evidence of previous
demonstrations of violent behavior on the part of offenders
was revealed through assessments of behaviors associated
with fighting and physical rough play. Offenders had also
been accused and indicted for committing lethal violence.
Regarding the issue of killing, the majority of offenders
felt they were justified in killing another.
Emerging from this study was also the identification
of offenders with those values associated with domestic
and environment security, which led the writer to speculate
if, indeed, insecurity about one’s family and environment
made one distrustful and justified for reacting in a murderous
manner? Or, could Goodwin's (1978) characterization of
the prevalence of homicide in black communities as "Ghettocide"
be relevant?17 Affirmations to the latter statements would
still not provide answers as to why blacks themselves should
be the victims. Proximity or low self-concept could provide
answers as explored in Terrell and Taylor's (1979) study
on self-concept of those who commit black on black crime.
Although their findings were inconclusive and limited in
generalization mainly because of the small sample size
used, they, however, concluded that, "by enhancing self-
concept, and particularly one's black self-concept, the
seriousness of black on black crimes may be reduced."18
Such notions of blacks having negative self-concepts and
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self-hating have been strongly challenged by other writers.
For instance, Foster and Perry (1982) challenge studies
and writings similar to Taylor and Terrell on the basis
of their methodology, noting that they use small sample
sizes and do not examine the black self "in a wholistic
manner that would focus on both internal and external
factors." "19 However, it is apparent that a number of studies
that suggest black self-hate are usually contaminated with
prevailing stereotypes of blacks as inferior. This section
on "self" will be revisited in another portion of this
paper, to explore an alternative way of examining why blacks
are exceedingly victims and perpetrators of homicide.
Other Related Factors
Pursuant to the prominence of certain basic charac¬
teristics in criminal homicide for both victims and offenders,
identified by race, sex and age as black young males, one
is inclined to seek to establish reasons for the peculiarity
of this group. As an attempt to do so, other factors perceived
to characterize an archetype of black people in this society
were examined, although the impact of such experiences
will vary. The situational factors explored in this context,
viewed by Wolfgang and Weiner (1982) as characteristics
of the milieu rather than the organism, were related to
employment and education and will be examined within the
realms of structural impediments.
Antecedent to this exploration is Guru’s (1970)
analysis of deprivation epitomized by the discrepancies
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that exist between value expectations and value capabilities.
In distinguishing between relative deprivation and absolute
deprivation, Guru notes that for relative deprivation,
individuals have alternative courses of action to attain
their conception of a good life. Yet with absolute deprivation,
individuals have value expectations or aspirations, and
no capabilities to attain them. It is therefore suggested
here that young black males in this society experience
absolute deprivation in larger numbers compared to the
rest of the society as a result of such impediments in
the structure. Consequently, they resort to violence.
Additionally, what has been established in literature is
that oppressive structural conditions in black communities
noted by such researchers as Danto ( 1982) are conducive
to criminal violence; also, the participation of the econo¬
mically disadvantaged groups in criminality is higher compared
to other income groups. The disadvantaged group in this
society fits characteristics identified as black, young
males occupying a larger portion in the unemployment rates
of this society and poorly represented in the educational
statistics of the nation.
1. Education
In reviewing the educational status of blacks,
it is also important to acknowledge its significance in
the American context as outlined by Billingsley (1968),
as well as in any industrialized countries. Education
is described by Billingsley as "the most reliable index
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and a potent means of gaining social mobility and family
stability. It is a major tool that enables families to
meet instrumental and expressive functions in society.
Also, it serves as a medium of interaction in society.”20
However , the picture painted by national statistics on education
as it related to blacks leads one to a better understanding
of black men's isolation from America's economic mainstream.
Reviewed data on national school enrollments by
race, sex, and age for 1981 appears on Table 2. This data
reflects a close parity for black and white males from
ages 5 to 19 in terms of enrollment. It also shows a
significant drop in enrollment for black males in the 20-24
age category.
Table 3 shows data on years of school completed
in 1983 by race and sex. The parity between black and
white males is close. For example, white males who completed
high school in 1983 accounted for 34.3 percent while black
males accounted for 32.9 percent. However, disparity is
significantly reflected for the four years of college where
white males who completed four years or more of college
was 24.0 percent compared to 10 percent for black males.
Table 4 shows Scholastic Aptitude Test scores from
1967-1983* The participation rate by race reflects a rather
disturbing picture. White participation in 1983 was 81.1
percent and black participation was only 8.8 percent.
Table 5 shows data on College Enrollment by Sex
Race and Age from 1972 to 1983.
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Table 2
Percent of the Population 3 to 34 Years Old Enrolled in School
by Race, Sex. and Age: United States, October 1931
All Spanish
Sex and age races White Black Origin
1 2 3 4 5
BOTH SEXES
TOTAL, 3 TO 34 YEARS 48.9 48.3 52.5 49.0
3 and 4 years 36.0 35.6 36.7 24.5
5 and 6 years 94.0 93.9 94.5 90.4
7 to 9 years 99.2 99.3 98.8 99.2
10 to 13 years 99.3 99.3 99.4 99.1
14 and 15 years 98.0 93.1 97.1 94.0
16 and 17 years 90.6 90.4 91.3 82.8
18 and 19 years 49.0 48.5 . 48.2 37.8
20 and 21 years 31.6 32.6 23.4 20.6
22 to 24 years 16.5 16.2 14.7 12.3
25 to 29 years 9.0 8.5 9.9 8.3
30 to 34 years 6.9 6.7 7.2 5.0
Source: Vance Grant and Thomas D. Snyder, A Digest of Education Statistics
1983-84, p. 9. ^
Table 3
Years of School Completed by Race,
Spanish Origin, and Sex: 1960-1983
Percent of Population Completing--
Median
School
Year, Race, Spanish Origin,
and Sex


















1 Qfin all rar.p«: 99,438 8.3 13.8 17.5 19.2 24.6 8.8 7.7 10.6
White 89,581 6.7 12.8 18.1 19.3 25.8 9.3 8.1 10.9
Hfllp 43,259 7.4 13.7 18.7 18.9 22.2 9.1 10.3 10.7
Fpmalp 46,322 6.0 11.9 17.8 19.6 29.2 9.5 6.0 11.2
9,054 23.8 24.2 12.9 19.0 12.9 4.1 3.1 8.0
Ma le ..•rr 4,240 28.3 23.9 12.3 17.3 il.3 4.1 2.8 / • /
Fpma Ip 4,814 19.8 24.5 13.4 20.5 14.3 4.1 3.3 8.6
1970, all races ; 109,899 5.5 10.0 12.8 19.4 31.1 10.6 10.7 12.1
l/hi f p 98,246 4.5 9.1 13.0 10.8 32.2 11.1 11.3 12.1
p ,,,, - 46,527 4.8 9.7 13.3 18.2 28.5 11.1 14.4 12.1
Fptna Ip 51,718 4.1 8.6 12.8 19.4 35.5 11.1 8.4 12.1
Rlflrk Iiirfr 10,375 14.6 18.7 10.5 24.8 h.2 5.9 4.4 9.8
Mfl Ip iiir 4,714 17.7 19.1 10.2 22.9 20.0 6.0 4.2 9.4
rpm;i Ip 5,661 12.0 18.3 10.8 26.4 22.2 b .8 4.6 10.1
3,938 18.9 17.1 10.2 17.7 22.0 7.9 6.0 9.6
Hd Ip iir-T-*--- 1,923 18.3 • 16.3 10.0 17.5 20.9 9.2 / .B 9.9
rpm;t Ip 2,014 19.6 17.9 10.4 18.0 23.1 6.7 4.3 9.3
Table 3--Cont1nued
Year, Race, Spanish Origin,
and Sex
1980, all races






































132,836. 3.6 6.7 8.0 15.3 34.6'. 15.7. 16.2 12.5
114.290 2.6 5.8 3.2 14.6 35.7 16.0 • 17.1 12.5
53.941 2.8 6.0 8.0 13.6 31.8 16.4 21.3 12.5
60,349 2.5 b.e 8.4 15.5 39.1 15.6 13.3 12.6
13[l95 8.2 il.7 7.1 21.8 29.3 13.5 8.4 12.0
5i895 10.0 12.0 6.7 20.5 28.3 14.0 8.4 12.0
7 [300 6.7 11.6 7.3 22.9 30.0 13.2 8.3 12.0
6,739 15.5 16.6 8.1 15.6 24.4 12.0 7.6 10.8
3^247 15.2 16.2 7.7 15.5 22.6 13.4 9.4 11.1
3^493 15.8 17.1 8.4 16.1 26.0 10.6 6.0 10.6
138,020 3.0 5.3 6.8 12.8 37.7. 15.6. 18.8. 12.6
120,610 • 2.4 4.8 6.9 12.1 38.4 15.9 i9.5 12.6
57i263 2.6 4.8 6.8 11.5 34.3 16.1 24.0 12.7
63^347 2.3 4.8 7.1 12.7 42.2 15.7 iE.4 12.6
13.940 7.1 3.6 6.6 19.9 33.9 13.4 9.5 12.2
6,139 8.8 9.7 6.3 18.7 32.9 13.6 10.0 12.2
7,'801 5.8 9.5 6.9 20.8 34.7 13.3 9.2 12.2
6l085 14.8 16.7 8.3 14.0 27.4 10.9 7.9 11.1
3,190 15.0 15.4 8.0 13.0 27.3 12.0 9.2 11 .6
3i694 14.7 17.8 8.6 14.8 27.4 8.8 6.8 10.7
Median
School




Scholastic Aptitude Test Scores and Characteristics of
College Bound Seniors: 1967 to 1983
Type of Test and
Characteristic unit 1967 '70 •75 •76 '77 •78 '79 '80 •81 •82 •83
Test Scores
Verbal, total Point 466 460 , 434 431 429 429 427 424 424 426 425
Point 463 459 437 433 431 433 431 428 430 431 430
Female Point 468 461 431 430 427 425 423 420 418 421 420
Ma 1 e •
Female
Pol nt 492 488 472 472 4 70 468 46 7 466 466 467 468
Point 514 509 495 497 497 494 493 491 492 493 493
Point 467 465 449 446 445 444 443 443 443 443 445
Participants
Total .. ........... 1,000 (NA) (NA) 996 1,000 979 989 992 992 994 989 963
Hale. Percent (NA) (NA) 49.9 49.5 48.9 48.4 48,3 48.2 48.0 48.1 48.2
^Jhitp . , - - - • - • • • • • • Percent (MA) (NA) 86.0 85.0 83.9 83.0 82.9 82.1 81.9 81.7 81.1
Black Percent (NA) (NA) 7.9 8.2 8.8 9.0 8.9 9.1 9.0 8.9 8.8
Obtaining scores of--
600 or above:
WorhA 1 Percent (NA) (NA) 7.9 8.0 8.0 7.9 7.7 7.2 7.0 7.1 6.9
Math Percent (NA) (NA) 15.6 16.3 16.1 J5.8 15.0 15.1 14.4 15.3 15.9
Below 400:
\ Percent (NA) (NA) 37.8 39.7 39.1 39.8 40.7 4T.8 41.6 40.2 41.1




Type of Test and
Characteristic. Unit 1967 •70 ■75 •76 •77 ■78 ■79 ■80 •81 •82 •83
Selected intended area
of study:
Business & Commerce Percent (NA) (NA) 11.5 12.6 14.3 16.3 17.8 18.6 18.5 18.7 18.5
Engineering........ Percent (NA) (NA) 6.7 8.4 8.8 9.4 10.1 11.1 11.8 12.6 12.5
Social Science..... Percent (NA) (NA) 7.7 6.8 8.2 9.0 8.2 7.8 7.4 7.2 7.2
Education Percent (NA) (NA) 9.1 8.7 8.1 7.2 6.5 6.1 5.7 5.0 4.5
Source: U.S. Department of Commerce. Bureau of the Census, 1985.
Table 5
College Enrollment by Sex, Age and Race: 1972 to 1983
Sex, Age, and Race 1972 •75 •76
1
1
•79 •80 •81 •82 •83
Percent•77 ■78
'75 . '80 :'83
TOTAL•••«•••*••••••• 9,095 10,880 11,139 ll,54f .11,140 11,380 11,387. 12,127 12,309 12,320 100.0 100.0 100.0
Md l6.
18-24 yrs
2 5—34 y r*s

































































































































































































Source: U. S. Department of Coiranerce. Bureau of the Census, 1985.
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This data reflects a general pattern of discrepancy. For
example, in 1983 college enrollment for white males was 41.9
percent and for black males and other races was only 6.9
percent. Table 6 shows data on Bachelor Degrees Conferred by
Institution, Race/Ethnic, Sex and Major Fields of Study. For
all categories in the different fields of study, the number
of white males exceeds that of black males, females and
other ethnic groups.
Discussion
The information presented on education from Tables
3-6 was taken from national data, which was collected at
different times. lilthough it might appear fragmented,
it is used in this study for analytic purposes to illustrate
a glaring picture of disparities in the educational system's
benefit to its society as a whole. Considering the fact
the data is a reflection of the public educational system's
operations, it might be important to look at factors that
make this system inequitable.
First, blacks constitute 12 percent of the population
and they are largely in public schools. The issue of
desegregating America's public schools meant white flight
to private schools. With blacks mostly from low socioeconomic
levels constituting a larger percentage of inner city schools,
discrimination in resource allocations has been found to
persist as established by The Lawyer's Committee for Civil
Rights Under Law in 1977 which found that:
In many majority-black districts which lost
Bachelor's Degrees Conferred by Institutions of Higher Education,
by Racial/Ethnic Group, Major Field of Study, and Sex of Student:
United States
Major Field of Study and

















i 2 3 4 ! 5- 6 7 8
All fields:
Total 934,800 807,319 60,673 21,832 18,794 3,593 22,589
Hen 469,625 406,173 24,511 10,810 10,107 1,700 16,324




Total 21,886 20,234 380 248 312 96 616
Men 15,154 13,908 259 181 200 81 525
Women 6,732 6,326 121 67 112 15 91
Architecture & Environ¬
mental Design:
Total 9,455 8,069 300 270 296 24 496
Hen 6,800 5,778 210 203 217 20 372
Women. 2,655 2,291 90 67 79 4 124
Area Studies:
Total 2,585 2,242 67 104 118 4 50
Men 1,031 900 20 41 39 3 28
Women 1,554 1,342 47 63 79 1 22
Biological Sciences:
Total 43,216 37,276 2,269 1,144 1,489 137 901
Men 24,149 21,085 954 648 830 67 565
Women 19,067 16,191 1,315 496 659 70 336
Table 6--Continued
Major Field of Study and































































































































































Major Field of Study and

















1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Foreign languages:
Total 10,319 8,614 293 909 210 25 1 268
Men 2,520 2,067 76 258 39 10 70
Women 7,799 6,547 217 651 171 15 198
Ileal th professions:
Total 63,649 56,790 3,603 1,153 1,312 209 582
Men 10,519 9,276 436 262 299 39 207
Women 53,130 47,514 3,167 891 1,013 170 375
Home economics:
Total 18,370 16,260 1,125 230 395 73 287
Men 916 745 83 17 41 1 29
Women 17,454 15,515 1,042 213 354 72 258
Law:
Total 776 731 22 10 5 2 6
Men 388 368 9 4 2 1 4
Women 388 363 13 6 3 1 2
Letters:
Total 40,028 36,315 1,980 694 460 103 476
Men 16,107 14,748 666 278 167 44 204
Women 23,921 21,567 1,314 416 293 59 272
Source: Vance Grant and Thomas D, Snyder, A Digest of Educational Statistics, 1983-84.
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large numbers of white students to private segregation
academics, public officials have been unwilling
to levy local property taxes adequate to support
the public schools at a level equal to that provided
in comparable districts serving predominately white
student bodies. In addition to low tax effort,
majority black districts also tend to be poor in
property wealth and personal income. Low effort
and low wealth reinforce each other to maximize
inequalities between majority-black and majority-
white districts.21
As a result of overcrowding in these schools, the
pupil-teacher ratio far outweighs predominantly white suburban
public schools where the pupil-teacher ratio assures individual
attention to each and every student, something that is
impossible for a teacher who might be faced with forty
students, who, as a result of other social, economic and
environmental factors and the impact of these factors on the
individual's performances, cannot be resolved by the school.
Lastly, the inequitable distribution of resources
is partly responsible for the difficulties faced by pre¬
dominately black public schools to recruit and retain highly
qualified and competent teachers. Other than the negative
reputation associated with predominately black public schools
vis-a-vis crime and lack of discipline, the salaries paid
to the teachers in these schools are not attractive enough
to draw good teachers. These inequities have a direct
impact on the performances of black students. Again, when
one considers the fact that education does not only involve
the quality of the content that is being taught but also
the process, there are significant factors that are conducive




Hawkins (1986) notes that there are crime statistics
which infer a link between unemployed and underemployed
black youths to criminal homicide in black communities.
Brenner (1977) generalizes in his findings, suggesting
that a one percent increase in the national unemployment
rate generates a 4 percent increase in the incidence of
homicide and 6 percent increases in incidence of robbery.
Bill Drummond, reporting on Harvey Brenner’s study,
a Johns Hopkins University sociologist (Los Angeles Times,
1978), who compared unemployment rates from 1940 to 1974
along seven indicators of social stress, suicide, state
mental health admissions, state prison admissions, homicide,
deaths from cirrhosis of the liver, deaths from cardiovascular
diseases and the total number of deaths in the country,
notes that according to Brenner, when unemployment went
up, these stresses went up as well.
Drummond further notes;
According to Brenner, had the unemployment
rate remained unchanged in 1970, 51,570 persons
who died would have lived. The 1.4 percent increase
in joblessness in 1970 induced additional deaths
including 1,740 homicides, 1,540 suicides, 870
cirrhosis of the liver deaths , and 26,440 cardiovascular
deaths.”22
The deaths according to Brenner were a result of
inabilities to pay for medical care after losing jobs.
Lastly, Brenner saw unemployment as responsible for generating
feelings of rejection and alienation. He perceived people
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with such feelings as more likely to engage in crimes against
people and property.
By way of establishing the existence of a link
between criminal homicide and unemployment, a review of
the unemployment statistics taken from the National Urban
League's Hidden Unemployment Index for 1983»^3 shown in
Table 7 whose data is arranged in groups of three, namely
teenagers, 18-19 years old; adults, 20-24 years; and older
adults, 25-54 shows that the black unemployment rate for
the first three quarters of 1983 was estimated at 33 percent,
twice the level of white unemployment rate.24
The unemployment rates for black teenage males,
18-19, was comparatively lower in 1955 than any other years
covered in report. The table shown in the Appendix on
Unemployment Rates and Unemployment Ratios for periods,
1955-1983, for male workers by race indicates that in 1975,
black males' unemployment rate for the 18-19 age group
was 32.9 percent compared to 17*2 for white teenagers of
the same age. In 1982 and 1983, black unemployment for
black male teenagers stood at 47.4 percent and 42.7 percent,
respectively; while for white male teenagers for the same years,
it stood at 21.2 percent and 18.3 percent, respectively.25
The other age groups shown in table, in terms of
comparisons between black males and white males, were no
better off as revealed in the statistics. The critical
ages of unemployment for black males in 1983 were from
18-24 and 25-54 years.
Table 7
Unemployment Rates and Unemployment. Ratios, 1955-1983
'
for Male Workers by Race
18-19 years . 20-24 years 25-34 years 35-44 years 45-54 years
B/M B/W B/W B/W B/W
Black .White Ratios BTacK .White Ratios Black White Ratios Black White Ratios Black White Ratios
1955 12.9 10.4 1.2 12.4 7.0 1.8 8.6 2.7 3.2 8.2 2.7 3.2 6.4 2.9 2.2
1965 20.2 11.4 1.5 9.3 5.9 1.3 6.2 2.6 2.0 6.2 2.6 2.0 5.1 2.3 2.2
1975 32.9 17.2 1.9 22.9 13.2 1.7 11.9 6.3 1.9 11.9 6.3 1.9 9.0 4.4 .2
1982 47,4 21.2 2.2 32.0 15.3 2.1 19.6 10.4 1.9 19.6 10.4 1.9 10.0 6.3 1.6
1983 42.7 18.3 2.3 30.4 11.4 2.7. 14..8 7.2 ’ 1 14.8 . 7.2 2.1 12.1 4.6 2.6
Source: Denys Vaughn-Cooke,"The Economic Statiis-of 5T«ck America - Is There a Recovery?” in The State of Black
America, 1984, p. 18.
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The annual average of unemployment rates for blacks,
in general, since 1975 has been estimated at 15.2 percent,
and by the first three quarters of 1985, black unemployment
averaged at 15.1 percent, while that of whites averaged
6.7 percent for the same periods. Black men over 20 years
of age averaged 12.9 percent unemployment rate since 1975
and 15.4 percent during the last past years.26
On the unemployment differentials between blacks
and whites, Swinton (1986) notes that:
The effect of the increasing racial inequality
in unemployment rates is revealed by the fact that
the ratio of black adult to white adult unemployment
rates which was around 2 to 1 for males and less
than 2 to 1 for females during the first half of
the 1970's has increased significantly .... The
increases in this measure of inequality has been
especially pronounced for black men and women under
35.27
The crisis of unemployment in the black population,
in general, cannot, as Swinton suggests, be attributed
entirely to what has been generally suggested, "the deficiencies
of education, motivation, attitudes and values,"28 coupled
with the other claims of welfare relief programs been blamed
for destroying incentives among the disadvantaged towards
work. Although deficiencies in education, as revealed
in our review of the educational statistics, do contribute
to the state of unemployment and underemployment in as
far as blacks are concerned; however, racism and inequality.
in terms of who gets hired and fired, seem to prevail in
spite of the existence of the government’s illusive protective
device against discrimination in the v/orkplace, the much
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controversial Affirmative Action package.
As shown in the data on Table 8, the unemployment
rate by sex, race and educational attainment for 1965-1984
between blacks, whites and Hispanics reflects wider disparities
between the three races in spite of the similarities in
the educational levels. For an example, the unemployment
rate for blacks with 1-3 years of high school for 1984
was 27.3 percent compared to 15.2 percent for whites and
18.4 percent for Hispanics with similar levels of education.
With gradual rises in educational levels, still no significant
changes in terms of decline in the unemployment rates of
blacks in comparison to the two other racial groups occurred.
In the 1-3 years of college education category, black un¬
employment rate remained higher at 12.0 percent compared
to that of whites and Hispanics, which stood at 5.1 percent
and 7.2 percent, respectively. Lastly, for the four years
of college education and beyond, the figures still do not
reflect any changes on the unemployment rates between blacks,
whites and Hispanics who accounted for 6.3 percent, 2.6
percent and 3.5 percent, respectively.^9
Discussion
On the basis of the foregoing analysis, it would,
therefore, be amiss to attribute the high unemployment
rate as experienced by blacks, solely on their supposedly,
low or insufficient educational levels. Noticeably, there
are other structural barriers embedded in our society,
which, in fact, have concealed different modules of operation
Table 8
Unemployment Rate by Sex, Race and
Educational Attainment: 1965 to 1984
Item
Hale: Total
High School: 1-3 yrs..
4 years
College: 1-3 yrs
4 years or more
Female: Total
High School: 1-3 yrs..
4 years
College: 1-3 yrs
4 years or more
Uhite: Total
High School: 1-3 yrs..
4 years
College: 1-3 yrs......
4 years or more
Black: Total
High School: 1-3 yrs..
4 years
College: 1-3 yrs
4 years or more
Hispanic Origin; Total...
High School; 1-3 yrs..
4 years
College: 1-3 yrs
4 years or more
1965 ■70 ■75 ■78. ■79 ■80 ■81 ■82 ■83 ■84
4.4 3.7 9.0 6.3 5.8 8,1 10.3 11.9 8.6
6.7 5.6 14.7 12.1 11.9 12,8 15.6 19.4 21.4 17.6
3.4 3.4 9.1 5.9 5.5 6.9 6.8 11.3 13.6 9.4
3.1 3,8 6.6 4.3 4.3 5.0 5.2 7.5 9.3 5.7
1.4 1.3 2.5 2.2 1.9 1.8 2.1 3.2 3.6 2.8
5.3 4.9 9.5 7.0 6.6 6.7 7.6 8.9 9.7 7.7
8.6 7.4 15.9 12.9 12.7 13.3 15.0 16.0 19.6 16.2
5.0 4.6 9.1 6.6 6.1. 6.4 7.4 9.2 9.7 7.6
3.6 4.0 7.4 5.1 4.3 4.9 5.0 6.1 6.8 6.1
1.3 2.0 3.6 3.0 3.0 2.5 3.0 3.3 :4.0 2.7
4.3 3.9 8.5 5.8 5.4. 6.0 7.0 8.6 9.7 7.2
6.4 5.7 14.0 10.7 10.9 11.6 13.6 17.0 19.0 15.2
3.7 3.6 8.4 5.5 5.0 5.9 7.2 9.1 10.3 7.4
(NA) 3.7 6.6 4.1 3.8 4.4 4.4 5.8 7.0 3.1
(NA) 1.5 2.8 2.3 2.1 1.9 2.3 2.9 3.4 2.6
8.5 6.7 14.7 13,2 12.6 13.4 15.9 18.9 21.0 17.2
13.5 9.5 22.0 21.6 19.6 20.5 24.7 24.1 29.5 27.3
8.2 7.2 15.2 12.7 12.8 13.1 16.4 20.7 22.8 18.3
(NA) 6.1 10.1 10.4 8.8 10.8 11.8 15.8 17.3 12.0
(NA) 1.4 3.9 4.7 4.2 4.4 4.0 8.3 8.5 6.3
(NA) (NA) 12.8 9.5 8.7 9.2 11.2 13.4 16.3 11.6
(NA) (NA) 18.4 14.0 14.6 14.3 17.0 21.8 23.9 18.4
(NA) (NA) 10.5 7.4 8.2 7.1 9.7 11.4 14.4 9.6
(NA) (NA) 7.9 7.3 6.5 5.9 6.3 7.1 10.9 7.2
(NA) (NA) 3.6 7.3 3.6 3.7 2.8 4.9 6.8 3.5
Source: U.S. Oepartiiient of Coiiiiiierce. Bureau of the Census, 1985. Table No. 682.
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characterized by corporate images of success whereby individuals
have to portray certain images associated with success
in order to be hired and also to be masters of communication
skills for successful interviews. These tautologous tips
generally translate to racism and discrimination simply
because the yardstick used to determine appropriateness
of either of these characteristics is white. Therefore,
for a black person in many instances, his/her educational
qualification alone is not a criterion that guarantees
one a job; however, it has to be coupled with a white affective
style, non-threatening to others which will, in the final
analysis, sell one in the labor market.
This society is full of contradictions in its value
guidelines and goal definitions of success. It feeds false
information to those who are in the lower class, who aspire
to middle class goals of success. While it extends limited
opportunities and attaches stringent eligibility standards
for the attainment of these opportunities, it also makes
it impossible for those in the lower strata to compete
fairly with middle class people. As a result, hostility
is bound to emerge and can be expressed in various ways
as an attempt to deal with the situation. Ridker ( 1982)
observed that;
A person who sees no possibilities of satisfying
his aspirations in productive ways is more likely
to express dissatisfaction in destructive ways
than is a person who believes there are socially
acceptable alternatives to his present position.30
Such an observation befits an individual’s reaction
to a hostile environment. The inabilities to change one's
situation evokes feelings of helplessness, as observed
by Kirk (1982), who also notes that constant pressures
of institutionalized racism and oppression leave blacks
with a sense of frustration, hopelessness and powerlessness
and a resultant anger that is internalized. Adding to
this observation, Harvey (1986) contends that the manifestation
of that anger, which is often aggressive, is usually directed
against those who are in close proximity to the aggressor.31
The writer, however, argues that the perceptions of an
oppressive environment, feelings of hopelessness and frustration
are not necessarily confined to a particular economic group,
except that they might be variations depending on each
situation. Certainly, middle-class blacks do experience
similar feelings at certain points in time. However, the
point of departure might be the different coping mechanisms
employed by these two groups as means of dealing with nearly
similar situations. Such differences, unfortunately, still
do not explain the causal factors leading to the committal
of homicide by those in low socioeconomic levels, whereby
often times the victims will be black and possibly acquain¬
tances .
3. Behavioral Factors
Hawkins' (1986) proposal of an exploration of pre-
homicidal occurrences which might involve assaultive behaviors32
is supported by the writer who also observes that certain
behaviors which occur prior to the murder might be determinants
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of a homicidal individual. For example, aggravated assault
and/or robbery might be actually precursors to homicide,
as shown in Peterson et al. (1980) and Block's (1977) findings.
Peterson, Braiker, and Polish (1980), reporting on their
study of prison inmates, established that those incarcerated
for murder or assault had histories of criminal activity
that was characterized by high levels of assaultive crime.33
Interestingly, Luckenbill's (1984) findings, though
not establishing a link between aggravated assault and
homicide like Peterson, pointed to a history of violent
crimes as a typical characteristic commonly found in persons
who commit assault and those who commit homicide. In his
examination of differences in the occurrences of homicide
and aggravated assaults between 1961 and 1981, Luckenbill
found that in 1981, both crimes had exceedingly increased
compared to other previous years, namely 1971, 1976, 1966,
and 1961, respectively, as well as in comparison to other
western nations. Of significance in his findings was that
southern states, lower class, large cities, adolescents,
young adult males and blacks were overly represented.
Murder and assault involved persons who had a history of
violent crimes. In his conclusion, Luckenbill asserted
that:
murder and assault are products of a dynamic inter¬
change, and that with certain categories of people,
for instance those experiencing inequalities, structural
conditions can generate relatively high levels
of interpersonal conflicts. With lack of position
and property, the disadvantaged can have little,
but their self attributes, strength, sexual prowess,
courage and these identities can assume considerable
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values. However, when these values are attacked,
these individuals might feel more distress than
those whose prosperity attests to end supports
a sense of personal value, and may be more inclined
to retaliate establishing fateful character contests . 3^
However, the writer's proposition of a state of
progression characterized by acts of assaults, robberies
and finally climaxing to homicide is implied in Block's
(1977) contention that "murder is an outcome of an aggravated
assault, rape and robbery that progresses35 Bartol's
(1980) suggestion for further research to focus on murder
and aggravated assault because not much has been done on
the two crimes, yet many authors contend the two are
inseparable, and Macdonald's (1961) plea for a search for
deeper meanings and unconscious wishes within the individual's
psyche to establish why they commit murder36 indicate that
additional variables need to be explored for possible answers
into a field of study that has remained elusive to predictions.
In extending the review of literature beyond the
sociological premises into the psychological premises and
confining this analysis to Abrahamsen's (1973) concept
of the mind of the murderer which is based on Freud's postu¬
lation of man as motivated by two groups of biological
instincts, the life instinct (Eros) and the death instinct,
generally referred to as (Thanatos)37 and whose predominant
characteristics are outlined by Abrahamsen as;
1. Extreme feelings of revenge and fantasies of
grandiose accomplishments which may result
in the acting out of hateful impulses.
2. Loneliness, withdrawal, feelings of distrust,
helplessness, fears, insignificantly loss of
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self-esteem, caused by early ( pre-Oedipa 1 )
childhood experiences.
3. Sexual overstimulating family situation because
of primal-scene experiences.
4. Error of spelling or speech related to emotional
disturbances in early (pre-Oedipal) childhood.
5. Tendency toward transforming identification.
Blurred self-image; suggestible, impressionable.
6. Inability to withstand frustration and to find
sufficient gratification for expressing hostile
aggressive feelings through constructive outlets.
7. Inability to change persistent egocentricity,
self-centeredness (primitive narcissism) into
elements of healthy ideals and conscience (ego
ideals and supercop elements), resulting in
dependency on and contempt for authority.
8. Suicidal tendencies with depression.
9. Seeing the victim as the composite picture
of murderer’s self-image.
10. History of previous antisocial or criminal
act associated with threatening or committing
murder, ..38
it can thus be rightly stated that both sociological and
psychological factors play significant roles in what results
in homicide. For instance, given Abrahamsen's characteristics
of the murderer, it is apparent that certain situations
in the environment contribute to what becomes a characteristic
of a murderer. Given the propositions extended in this
paper, it would be an important endeavor to explore the
two latter characteristic levels of significance to homicide.
An Analysis of a Subculture of Exasperation as a Model
Harvey (1986), criticizing Wolfgang and Ferracuti
(1967) on their subculture of violence and extending his
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subculture of exasperation, asserts that there are certain
environmental factors that make poor black neighborhoods
characteristically different from middle-class white and
black neighborhood and thus, symptomatic of a fertile ground
for violence. Harvey asserts that:
The dearth of opportunities that are available
for black people to accrue reasonable incomes through
socially sanctioned employment, to live in dignity
and self-respect, and to realize the same benefit
and pleasures as whites, inevitably, results in
displays of discontent and outward directed
aggression.39
As suggested by the writer, violence within and
among people who see themselves as oppressed is therefore
a direct reaction to the overall violence they perceive
directly perpetrated against them in covert forms of unemploy¬
ment and poor education, thus affecting their style of
life permanently. Harvey, though, does not see just these
factors, but addresses a conglomeration of factors that
affect blacks, stating, "Here are individuals who have
little hope or reason to expect that their lives will improve;
who have experienced serial poverty across generational
lines; whose living conditions are piteous; who are likely
to be functionally illiterate with no marketable skills;
and who know the shame and pain of racism."^0
Drawing from Harvey's statement on the denial of
opportunity to realize those mainstream values, and the
aggravation that is manifested as a result of that denial
that leads to the violent, sometimes homicidal, acts within
this subculture, and utilizing his model on the subculture
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of exasperation to explain the writer’s notion of a trichotomy
of violence as shown on Table 10, it becomes evident that
homicide should be approached from a multidimensional
perspective as highlighted in Harvey’s model which appears
on Table 9*
Table 9














Source: Homicide Among Black Americans, ed. by Darnell
F. Hawkins, p. 157.
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Table 10
Illustrative Model of Violence
Suicide Homicide
The Writer's Dichotomy of Violence Model
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According to Harvey,
the ultimate causes of violence generally, and
of homicide, particularly, within black communities
do not rest fundamentally with those persons who
are themselves victims of their environment or
with those symptomatic acts of aggression that
tend to escalate into lethal acts. Rather the
causes must be traced to the social structure that
generates such interpersonal encounters . ^ ^
Trichotomy of Violence as a Working Model
Similarly, the trichotomy of violence approach
adopts a multidimensional perspective with the institutionalized
form of violence, in this instance, oppression exemplified
by two variables of unemployment and education. An assumption
made is that deprivations, referred to in this context
as structural impediments to opportunities that would enable
individuals to succeed, affects their sense of worldliness
(purpose in life), and evokes feelings of rejection. As
a result of the "self* that has been hurt, self-destructive
behaviors emerge. Such behaviors are exhibited differently,
however, for individuals who would commit homicide, it
is proposed that the loss or decline in one's purpose in
life leads one to commit acts of felony that are directed
at the injury of the self and others rather than property.
These acts of felony would be characterized by aggravated
assault, assault and/or robbery. Robbery is included here
because it is suggested that anyone who contemplates on
committing robbery, is also cognizant of the risks involved
to one's life. However, for anyone who ignores such risks
is, in fact, precipitating his own death, and is also more
likely to kill.
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Institutionalized violence, seen as oppression,
does not, however, impact negatively upon all blacks.
Although dealing with that subject would be rather too
stretched for this study; however, as a source of comparison
and for purposes of demonstrating the limitations, if any,
of oppression and the resultant thereof, it should be stated
that in spite of this form of institutionalized violence
of oppression, there are blacks who make strides in attaining
the fruits of success, who fortunately are backed by structural
impetus of a stable family, a good education that guarantees
a good job, and may or may not possess those other qualities
that are expected of one to demonstrate in order to make
it. These so-called successful blacks do also experience
pressures and stresses associated with success, especially
where the majority of blacks are not successful, thereby
putting them in the minority. There are the pressures
of trying to maintain a sense of an equilibrium in a very
hostile environment. These individuals, too, experience
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RESEARCH METHOD AND PROCEDURE
This section describes the study's research design,
subjects, selection procedures, description of the setting,
instrumentation, data collection and analysis.
Research Design
This study employed a quasi-experimental design
with an expo-facto approach. Two groups, homicide offenders
and non-homicide offenders were selected and compared on
a number of independent variables. The inquiry was conducted
retrospectively, to analyze how the dependent variable:
homicide acts, relate to such demographic chara. as education,
marital status, socioeconomics, employment, lifestyle,
family structure and criminality in the family. The relation¬
ship between homicide purpose in life and involvement in
physical violence were tested relative to their significant
differences.
Subjects for the Study
The subjects were black males convicted of violent
crimes namely, homicide, rape, aggravated assaults and
robbery. The subjects were divided into two groups, the
experimental group and the control group. The experimental
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group consisted of 35 black males who had been convicted
of homicide. The control group consisted of 22 black males
convicted of violent crimes other than homicide. All subjects
were at the time, prison inmates at Georgia State prisons.
The prisons utilized for this study were the Metro Atlanta
Corrections and the Georgia State Prison in Reidsville.
Selection Procedure
The investigator, with the assistance of the Chairman
of the Atlanta University Criminal Justice Department,
Dr. Debro applied to the Georgia Department of Corrections
for permission to interview prison inmates. A proposal
outlining the purpose and goals of the study and a copy
of a questionnaire, accompanied the application. Copies
of all correspondence by Dr. Debro, the investigator and
Georgia Department of Corrections are contained in Appendix
B-F. A few prison facilities within reach were made available
for the study. However , respective , superintendents established
conditions under which the study were to be conducted as
determined by each setting. Metro Atlanta became a favorable
choice because of its proximity and the willingness of
prison officials to assist. Hence, the study’s first sample
population was drawn from Metro Atlanta Corrections.
For selection, a list of black prison inmates from
Metro Atlanta Corrections’ data bank, kept in the State’s
central office, was made available to the investigator.
Detailed information regarding the nature of crimes committed
by inmates was not reflected on the list. Such information
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could only be derived from prison and police files. This
information was very crucial for purposes of separating
the population into two groups, namely homicide and non¬
homicide .
Through negotiations with the Department of Prison’s
records and files, the investigator was given access to
inmates' files for review. Through this process of review,
a total of sixty five subjects were drawn. These were
thirty homicide offenders and thirty-five non-homicide
offenders. The latter, were those inmates convicted of
rape, robbery, and assaults. Purposive sampling had to
be used and be limited to sixty-five subjects because of
sudden changes, which reversed the decision on file reviews.
As a result of these changes, the anticipated size of 300
subjects which was to accommodate refusals, transfers and
illnesses, was drastically reduced. This particular method
of drawing a sample from prison records had been used in
a similar study before by Rose and McClain (1981) on Black
Homicide and and the Urban Environment. Through this method,
information from respondents can also be compared with
that on file for rectification.
The second prison facility used for additional
subjects, was the Georgia State Prison in Reidsville.
The selection procedure at Reidsville differed. No list
of black male prisoners was made available. The investigator
had also been informed that no system existed in the prison
to categorize the nature of crimes committed. Shortage
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of prison personnel to assist presented problems. Further,
on-site interviews by the investigator were discouraged
for security reasons. As a result of these limitations,
arrangements had to be made with the Executive Assistant
to the Superintendent, to mail the questionnaires to him.
In turn, he distributed the questionnaires to all black
males. Copies of correspondence with Reidsville Administrators
is contained in Appendix G and H. Respondents were instructed
on the front page of the questionnaire to circle their
appropriate status, homicide or non-homicide offenders.
The returned and completed questionnaires were then separated
on the basis of the self-reported categories. A copy of
the questionnaire with the instructions appears on Appendix
A.
Response and participation from both facilities
was not good. Of the sixty-five subjects identified from
Metro Atlanta Corrections, only twenty-five (25) were willing
to participate. Of the sixty-six (66) questionnaires sent
to Reidsville thirty-two (32) were returned. Eight were
incomplete and thirty-two complete. The total from both
prisons was fifty-seven (57).
Description of Settings
Metro Atlanta Corrections and Reidsville prison
are State prisons administered by the state of Georgia.
Prison superintendents at each facility are charged with
the daily operations of these facilities and are accountable
to the Commissioner for the Department of Corrections.
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Prison wardens, counselors and security officers provide
the supporting staff to the administration and to the
prisoners.
The first group of inmates participating in this
study were drawn from Metro Atlanta Corrections, a minimum
security prison located twenty miles South of Atlanta.
The second group of participants was drawn from Reidsville
State Prison, a maximum security facility located approximately
230 miles South of Atlanta.
Instrumentation
Data for this study were gathered using a three
part questionnaire. The first part of the questionnaire
was The Purpose in Life test developed by Crumbaugh in
1968, to measure the degree to which a person experiences
a sense of purpose in life. This instrument is made up
of twenty (20) items ranked from 1 (low purpose) to 7 (high
purpose). The total score ranges from 20 (low purpose)
to 140 (high purpose). Originally, this test was conducted
on a non-representative sample of two groups: a normal
group consisting of businessmen, parishioners, college
undergraduates and indigent hospital patients. The second
group was psychiatric patients, neurotics, alcoholics,
schizophrenics and psychotics. The average scores for
the normal group were skewed towards the purposeful end
of the scale. The average scores for the second group
were skewed towards the purposeless end of the scale.
Support for the instrument's validity is based on the average
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scores for each of these groups. Within each of the two
samples, PIL scores correlated .47 with ministers’ ratings
(for the parishioner sample) and .38 with therapist ratings
(for the outpatient sample). For this study, only ten
(10) items from the Purpose of Life instrument were used.
The total scores ranged from 10 (low purpose) to 70 (high
purpose).
The second part of the questionnaire consisted
of four items from Rotter (I960) scale to measure Internal
versus External Control. These items were suggested and
recommended to the investigator during the testing and
revision of the proposal. The four items selected measured
the subjects' perceptions of their levels of control.
The third instrument developed by the investigator
was pretested and revised three times. All items on this
questionnaire were forced-choice type of questions, pre-coded
to measure the following:
1. Subjects' levels of education. This variable
measured educational status in terms of grades completed
only at the time the crimes were committed, but not educational
status since imprisonment.
2. Subjects' employment statuses at the time
the crime, resulting in imprisonment, were committed.
If unemployed, respondents were asked to state the length
of time unemployed, and the reasons for being unemployed.
3. Subjects' lifestyle, which included drinking,
hustling, use of drugs and other unlawful activities.
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4. Involvement in physical violence prior to
conviction. Items to measure physical violence included
rape, assault, robbery and murder.
5. Other demographic characteristics of the subjects
were gathered to include, socioeconomics, age, marital
status and family structure.
Other items covered in this third part of the ques¬
tionnaire asked respondents to share information about
their career goals prior to committing the crimes leading
to their imprisonment; to share information about the nature
of the relationship they had with their victims; the race
of their victims; motives for the crimes and what they
saw as possible solutions to the crimes they committed.
The total number of items on this questionnaire
were thirty-three. Appendix A contains a copy of the
questionnaire.
Data Collection
Two different methods for data collection were
used for each prison facility. The choice of each method
used was dictated by various conditions already discussed
under research design. Face-to-face interviews were conducted
with each subject at the Metro Atlanta Corrections from
June/July 1987. The investigator was assigned to an office
adjacent to that of the prison guard, where the interview
took place. A day before the scheduled interviews, the
investigator gave a list of subjects' names to a secretary
assigned by the Assistant Superintendent to assist in the
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study. The secretary's responsibility was to obtain a
permission slip for each subject from the respective building
wardens where the subject lived. This permission slip
freed only those willing to participate in the study, from
any duties they had to perform that day. Those not willing
to participate were not coerced in any form. After two
weeks at Metro Atlanta Corrections and out of 65 subjects
identified for the study, only 25 cooperated fully. Two
factors contributed to this poor turn out rate. Some of
the inmates who were also reluctant to participate but
later changed their misgivings about the study, informed
the investigator that in general, inmates had become distrustful
and weary of all the students and professionals who come
in to interview them about crimes they had committed.
Apparently, these interviewers are not sensitive enough.
To this, the investigator had to assure those participating
that feelings of concern by those who are in the community
are genuinely demonstrated by those who seek to understand
them and want to know exactly, what leads to these violent
crimes. The only source, the investigator explained, for
this information is the perpetrators themselves. Cooperation
was stressed. Forms of incentives for participants were
considered. For example, attempts to offer a pack of cigarettes
for every participant as incentives for participation were
prohibited. The second factor responsible for the low
turn up rate is attributed to the poor mental status of
some respondents. These respondents demonstrated behaviors
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that were consciously or unconsciously disruptive to the
interviews. As a result, the interviews had to be terminated.
Negotiations to start collecting data at Reidsville
were started in the middle of July 1987. There was a delay
of six months before the investigator could actually start
collecting data. It was during this six month period that
the investigator learned about some of the constraints
at Reidsville that would make it impossible to conduct
face-to-face interviews, and to obtain a sample prior to
the study. Without a review of inmates; a list of names
of black male inmates at Reidsville, two groups of subjects,
the experimental and control, could not be structured.
The only workable solution convenient to prison officials
willing to assist, was to distribute the questionnaire
to all black males in the prison.
Mr. Sikes, the Assistant Superintendent was the
liaison person between the investigator and the inmates.
Strict confidentiality and anonymity was assured and main¬
tained. After completing the questionnaire, the respondents
were advised to staple all sides of the questionnaire and
drop them in Mr. Sikes’ mail box. Out of sixty-six (66)
questionnaires sent, only thirty-two were returned fully
completed. The others returned were stapled and noted
on the front page of the questionnaire, ’’refused.” There
were twenty of refusals returned, eight, out of these were
partially completed. One thing that was noted by the
investigator with the self-administered questionnaires
77
in comparison to the face to face interviews was that
respondents shared more information pertaining to items
dealing with their families and motives about the crimes
they had committed. For example, twenty-five percent (25%)
of the total number of respondents from Reidsville in responding
to item 21 were brought up by one of their parents, mostly
mothers and by grandparents or others. They also added
unsolicited information about not knowing their fathers
or noting that ’’he was never there for me," or "no one
cared for them," or "they raised themselves on the streets."
Both methods had advantages and disadvantages for
this study. Face to face interviews were comparatively,
quicker to administer, and the method offered opportunities
to probe and clarify questions without changing the structure
of the question. At the same time respondents who had
maintained their innocence to the crimes, were too cautious
not to further incriminate themselves by answering honestly
to questions pertaining to the crime or to their victims.
With self-administered questions, it took three months
before all questionnaires were returned. In terms of com¬
prehension and relevance of the answers to the questions,
it appeared respondents fully comprehended the nature of
the questionnaires. Through the self-administered method,
more information was derived about the inmates themselves
and the crimes they had committed. Such information might




Data for the study were derived from the three
part questionnaires that are shown in Appendix A. The
SPSS-X batch system was used as a tool to analyze data.
All variables used are organized and summarized in the
following chapter for both groups using descriptive analysis.
Frequency tables are presented in Table 11 describing subjects'
responses on each variable and the ranking. The frequency
tables are presented in three columns. The first column
presents scores in percentages for the research population
N=57. The second column presents scores in percentages
for the experimental group N=35 and the third column presents
scores for the control group (N=22).
To test the research hypotheses, a T-test was used
to test the difference between homicide offenders and non¬
homicide offenders on two major variables, involvement
in physical violence and purpose in life. The level of
significance used to test the hypotheses was the .05 level.
CHAPTER IV
PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF DATA
In this chapter an analysis, discussion and interpre¬
tation of the data is presented. Both descriptive and
statistical analysis for the two sampled groups are utilized.
Descriptive analysis serve to provide information about
the characteristics of a sampled group using different
measures.^ Percentages and frequencies are measures that
are used in this study to organize and interpret the raw
data in a meaningful way. Through frequencies, the pooled
data from the groups based on each variable were measured.
The ranking is presented for each group on each variable
measured. Statistical analysis to test the research hypothesis
are employed using the t-test.
Descriptive Analysis and Interpretation
A demographic profile is presented on Table 11.
This summarized profile, presented in the frequency tables,
describes subjects’ responses on each variable. Also described
below are relevant and significant comparisons of responses
for both homicide and non-homicide groups. The two groups




Frequency Distribution For All Respondents










I. Age (in years) Percent Percent Percent
18-24 10.5 11.4 9. 1
25-39 71.9 68.6 77.3
40+ 17.5 20.0 13.6
II. Marital Status
Single 57.9 54.3 63.7
Married 21.1 22. 9 18.2
Living Together 12.3 11.4 13.6
Divorced 8.8 11.4 4.5
Widowed
III. Family Income
iO- $5,000 15.8 14.3 18.2
$5,001- $8,000 14.0 11.4 18.2
$8,001-$12,000 19.3 22.9 13.6
$12,000-$18,000 26.3 37. 1 9. 1
$l8,001-$25,000 8.8 5.7 13.6





















No grade 3.5 5.7
Third grade 1.8 2.9
Sixth grade 5.3 8.6
Seventh grade 8.8 5.7 13.6
Eighth grade 8.8 8.6 9. 1
Ninth grade 8.8 8.6 9. 1
Tenth grade 19.3 17. 1 22.7
Eleventh grade 10.5 5.7 22.7
Twelfth grade 17.5 11.4 18.2
College 15.8 25.7 27.3
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Table 11--Centinued
VI. Career Aims Percent Percent Percent
Policeman 3.5 5.7 —
Businessman 31.6 28.6 36.4
Doctor 1.8 4.5
Lawyer 10.5 17.1 --
Professional athlete 26.3 28.6 22.7
Teacher 3.5 2.9 4.5
Others 21.1 17.1 27.3
VII. Family Structure
1. Who Raised You?
Both parents ^3.9 37. 1 54.5
Mother alone 24.6 22.9 27.3
Father alone
Grandmother 10.5 11.4 9. 1
Grandfather 1.8 — -
Grandparents 7.0 11.4 4.5
Others 10.5 14.3 ...
Don't know 1.8 2.9 4.5
2. Members of your
Family Who Have
Killed Somebody





Others 5.3 5.7 4.5
None involved 78.9 71.4 90.9
VIII. Lifestyle
Involvement in drugs 53.0 48.9 59.0
Scheming to commit
a crime 13.0 19.2 9.1
Fix car 16.2 20.3 9.0
Hustle 16.0 11.6 22.6
Others 1.8 2.9 --
IX. Types of Drugs Used
Heroine 77.7 77.0 76.9
Cocaine 16.1 14.5 18.0
Alcohol 5.4 8.5
Marijuana 1.8 ... 4.5
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Table 11--Continued
X. Involvement in Percent Percent Percent
Physical Violence
Not involved 15.8 14.3 18.2
Fights 37.5 31.7 22.6
Assaults 5.3 8.6 27. 1
Rape 9.0 11.6 4.5
Robbery 23.9 22.0 27.0
Murder 8.7 12.6 —












12.3 17. 1 4.5
Accessory 3.5 5.7 —
Other 1.8 2.9 - .
None 59.6 45.8 81.8
XII. Motive
Ego threatened 5.3 5.7 4.5
Needed money 17.5 17.1 18.2
Self defense 22.8 22.9 22.7
Felt cheated — -
Jealousy over a woman 1.8 2.9 —
Not getting ahead — — —
Just for the sake
of it 3.5 5.7
Others 26.3 17.1 40.9
Don’t Know 22.8 28.6 13.6
XIII. Relation to
Victim
Male friend 26.3 25.7 27.3




Other 1.8 2.9 4.5
Don’t Know 1.8 ...
Table 11--Continued

















Capital punishment 1,8 4.5
Life 5.3 5.7 4.5
Job opportunities 36.8 45.7 22.7
Ban on guns 8.8 5.7 13.6
Other 28. 1 20.0 40.9
Don’t know 19.3 22.9 13.6
XVI. Reason You
Dropped Out
Not making grade oo•CO 5.7 13.6
Ran into trouble
with police 14.0 5.7 27.3
Expelled from school 7.0 5.7 9. 1
Gang member 1.9 2.9 —
Other 19.3 25.7 9. 1
Not applicable 49. 1 54.3 40.9
XVII. Period Unemployed
Less then six months 8.8 11.4 4.5
7-12 months 5.3 8.6 —
1-2 years 3.5 5.7 --
3-4 years 1.8 — 4.5
5-6 years 3.5 2.9 4.5
More than six years 10.5 8.6 13.6
Not applicable 66.7 62.9 72.7
XVIII. Reason
Unemployed
No skills 12.3 11.4 36.1
Skills but no job 3.5 5.7 --
Not interested in job 8.8 8.6 9.1
No jobs in area 3.5 2,9 4.5
Others 5.3 5,7 4.5
Not applicable 66.7 65.7 68.2
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I- Age
From a total of 57 subjects, 72% were in the 25-39
age group. From a subtotal of 35 homicide offenders, 69%
were in the 25-39 age category and from a subtotal of 22
non-nomicide offenders, 77% were in the 25-39 age bracket.
The age was added as a variable to ascertain the age that
black men actively participate in criminal activities.
Surprisingly from the total group, the 18-24 age bracket
ranked lower compared to the 40+ age bracket, 10.5% and
17.5% respectively. This finding did not deviate much
from literature reviewed. For example, the Georgia Criminal
Justice Data for 1983 presented on Table ? shows a profile
of persons arrested by age. From this profile, the arrest
rate for manslaughter is heavily concentrated in the 22-26
ages and 27-31 ages, both accounting for 22.7% respectively.
The findings on age for subjects in the study should be
treated with caution. The question on "Age" for the self-
administered group was not altered to reflect age at the
time of arrest. For the face-to-face interviews, the question
was phrased to obtain age at the time of arrest. As a
result of these discrepancies, the data on age is not
conclusive.
II. Marital Status
From the overall total, 58% subjects reported to
be single and only 8.8% widowed. Fifty-four percent of
homicide offenders were single and 61% of non-homicide
offenders were also single. This finding does support
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reviewed literature on the marital status of homicide offenders.
III. Family Income
The reported family income for all subjects income
was heavily concentrated in the $8001-$18,000 income bracket.
Nineteen percent reported to have been earning between
$8,001-$12,000 and 26% reported to have been earning between
$ 12,001-$ 18,000. For the homicide offenders group, 23%
earned between $8,001-$12,000 and 37% earned between $12,001-
$18,000. The non-homicide offenders group, reported com¬
paratively lower incomes. In summarizing the earnings
for all subjects, 75% earned between $0-$18,000 and only
25% earned above $18,000. For the homicide offenders group
85.7% and 59.1% non-homicide offenders groups were reported
in the $0-$l8,000 income category, while 14.3% and 40.9%
reported $18,001 and up. Although Swiggert (1975), in
her findings on the demographic characteristics of homicide
offenders revealed among other things that low socioeconomics
were some of the major characteristics of those arrested
for homicide, such interpretation cannot be applied to
this study. Such interpretation could have been reached
had the frequencies on income been calculated separately
for singles and for married respondents.
IV. Employment Status
Of interest in this study is that 51% of all respondents
indicated that they were working full-time, "at the time
they committed the crimes for which they are now in jail
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for.” From the homicide group there were 43% and from
the non-homicide group there were 64%. These figures remain
higher even when collapsing figures from "part-time” work
and "not working," for the total group and for each group
respectively.
Hawkins (1986) in his findings notes that there
is a link between unemployed and underemployed black youths
to homicide. In this study, unemployment appeared not
to have been a major contributory factor to any criminal
activity for the homicide offender nor for the non-homicide
offenders. An example to that are the scores on "Period
Unemployed" and "Reason Unemployed." The majority of
respondents, 66.7% for each group, did not respond to both
questions because they were not applicable.
V. Education
The highest grade reported by all respondents was
the tenth grade. Nineteen percent (19%) of all respondents
reported to have finished the tenth grade and 18% reported
to have the twelveth grade. Seventeen percent of homicide
offenders reported to have completed the tenth grade and
for non-homicide offenders it was 23%* Six percent of
homicide offenders had not completed any grade. In general
this data reveals that comparatively, all respondents were
in some way literate with seventh grade (9%)> eighth grade
(9%)> ninth (9%)> tenth (19%), eleventh (11%), twelveth
(18%) and college (16%). Nothing conclusive can be drawn
and interpreted from the findings on education because
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of two primary factors. The investigator had been alerted
by the Georgia State Department of Corrections' Public
Relations' office prior to the commencement of the study
that inmates over-reported their educational attainments
and yet academically tested far below the reported levels.
Secondly, the reported levels of education were not a reflection
of levels of education at the time the crimes were committed
to many respondents. Inmates in prison do participate
in continuing education, as a result, they tend to report
education since received in prison,
VI. Career Aims
Subjects were asked, "what they had wanted to be
in life," 31-6% reported to have wanted to be businessmen,
26.3% professional athletes, 21% responses ranged from
lay preachers, car mechanics to farming, and 10.5% wanted
to be lawyers. Only 1.8% had wanted to be doctors. From
the homicide group 28.6% had wanted to be businessmen,
17% lawyers and 28.6% professional athletes. From the
non-homicide group, 36.4% had wanted to be businessmen,
22.7% lawyers and 27% selected other fields. The interest
in entrepreneurship by subjects was further elucidated
during interviews by the investigator. Almost all subjects
interviewed at Metro Corrections were enrolled in college
credit courses and had strong interests in business ventures,
because of better money prospects. Business as a career
v/as also associated with independence from a white dominated
economy. Professional athletics and business ventures
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seemed to assuage perceptions of powerlessness, serving
as passages to freedom from psychological captivity.
VII. Family Structure
1. Who raised you?
This was one of the questions used to establish
family backgrounds of the respondents. Forty-four percent
of all respondents indicated they were raised by both parents
while 24% of all respondents were raised by their mothers
alone. While 37% of responses from homicide offenders
indicated that they were raised by both parents and 23%
by mothers alone, 55% of non-homicide offenders were raised
by both parents and 27% indicated they were raised by mothers
alone. One notes also that about 40% of homicide offenders
were not raised by neither of their parents.
2. Members of your family who have killed somebody.
In trying to ascertain whether the social learning
theory to criminality could be applied to this population,
a question was asked to determine whether the criminal
behavior was a modelled type of behavior from significant
others. To this question, 3% of the homicide offenders
revealed that both parents had committed similar crimes
before. From the same group, 9% indicated that their fathers
had committed similar crimes and 11.4% indicated their
brothers had committed similar crimes. For these three
categories, "both parents," "father," "brother," there
were no resoonses from fh^ non-homioide group.
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VIII.Life-Style
In looking at lifestyle, the investigator was interested
in examining how antisocial activities can eventually lead
to homicide. As indicated in the findings, on the question
that examines the respondents' involvement in drugs 53%
of all respondents had had involvement with drugs. Forty-
nine percent of homicide offenders reported to have been
involved in drugs and 59% of non-homicide had been involved
in drugs.IX.Types of Drugs Used
From the total group, 78% reported to have used
heroine while only 16% had used cocaine. From the homicide
group, 77% reported to have used heroine and 15% had used
cocaine. The same percentage, 77% was reported by non¬
homicide offenders and 18% reported on cocaine. This is
a significant finding. To this question on drug usage,
subjects interviewed by the investigator added that they
would not have committed the crimes which landed them in
jail had it not been for the fact that they were under
the influence of drugs.X.Involvement in Physical Violence
This is a significant variable for this study.
This variable tests one of the study's hypothesis that
homicide offenders are most likely to have committed crimes
of physical violence against others prior to committing
a murder than non-offenders of homicide given the two groups'
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similarities and lifestyles.
Basically the two groups are similar in that, there
is a marginal difference between their educational levels,
their employment status prior to committing the crime,
lifestyles and socioeconomic statuses. Additionally, both
groups were incarcerated for criminal behavior. To measure
physical violence five items were used, fights, assaults,
rape, robbery and murder. Sixteen percent (16%) respondents
from the total reported not to have been involved in any
physical violence before, while 38% reported to have been
involved in fights, 5% in assaults, 9% in rape, 24% in
robbery and 8.7% in murder. For the homicide sample group,
14.3% reported not to have been involved in any criminal
activity, 32% reported to have been involved in fights,
9% in assaults, 12% in rape, 22% in robbery and 13% in
other murders. For the non-homicide group, 18% reported
not to have been involved in homicide, 23% had been involved
in fights, 27% in assaults, 5% in rape and 27% in robbery.
In collapsing the frequencies for each item on
each groups’ measurements on their involvement in homicide,
87% of homicide offenders had been involved in physical
violence and 80% of respondents from the non-homicide sample
reported been involved in acts of physical violence. Again
here there is a fine margin of difference on the scores
between homicide offenders and non-homicide offenders.
XI. Other Ways Respondents Had Been Involved in Homicide
Six basic items were used to determine how respondents
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had directly or indirectly been involved in homicide.
These items were ’’witness," "suspect," "family member of
a victim or offender," "accessory," or other. For the
homicide group, 54.2% had been involved, 45.8% reported
no involvement in homicide through either one of the items.
Only 18.2% of the non-homicide offenders had been involved
in homicide through one of the items measuring involvement
in homicide and 81.8% reported no involvement at all.
XII. Motive
To determine motives that lead people to commit
crimes, eight items were used. From the table a larger
percentage, 22.8% of all respondents reported that they
committed the crimes in self-defense, while 22.8% did not
know why they committed the crimes. About the same percentage
of homicide offenders 22.9% and 22.7% for non-homicide
offenders reported that the crimes were committed in self-
defense. Twenty-nine 29% of homicide respondents and 14%
of non-homicide offenders group reported that they did
not know what motivated them to commit the crimes.
XIII. Relation to Victim
Twenty-six (26%) of the total number of respondents
reported to have been male friends to their victims, and
61% reported to have been strangers to their victims.
For the homicide offenders group, 25.7% reported to have
been male friends to their victims and 60% reported to
have been strangers. Similar findings were reported for
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the non-homicide offenders group. Twenty-seven percent
(27%) were male friends and 64% were strangers to their
victims. Although this study was aimed at black male offenders
whose victims were also black, information about the subjects'
victims could not be obtained.
As a result, this study was all inclusive, not
confined to black offenders whose victims were also black.
Therefore, the surveyed literature findings on the relation
between victims and offenders of homicide are obscured.
While the National Institute of Justice study on
the Nature and Pattern of Homicide (1985) indicated that
black victims and offenders of homicide predominated what
was categorized as acquaintance category and white victims
predominated the stranger and family homicide category,
such interpretations cannot be reached for this study.
The Georgia Criminal Justice Data (1983) also reported
a high percentage, 56% for the non-stranger to non-stranger
victim-offender relationship.
XIV. Race of Victim
Out of the total number of respondents (N=57) 53%
reported their victims as black and 40% white. The homicide
group reported that 54% of their victims were black and
43% white. For the non-homicide group 50% reported their
victims to have been black and 36% white. Reviewed literature
on homicide does indicate that homicide is an intraracial
rather than an interracial crime. This factor is often
explained by the localities of the crimes. Homicide, rape
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and assaults commonly occur in residential rather than
commercial areas. Certain crimes committed by blacks against
other blacks frequently occur in their neighborhoods, and
homicide is one of these crimes. Whereas robberies when
perpetrated by blacks will frequently occur in commercially
zoned areas and will involve other races as victims.
XV. Solutions
In soliciting subjects’ solution to crimes they
had actively participated in, using forced-choices ranging
from capital punishment, life imprisonment, job opportunities
to ban on guns, 36.8% of all respondents favored increases
in job opportunities than retributive measures. Twenty-
eight (28%) suggested different measures most absolving
them from the crimes. About 10% noted that there is no
single solution, any solution would have to include changes
in other facets of society. Nineteen (19%) of the respondents
reported on solutions at all.
From the homicide group, 45-7% favored job oppor¬
tunities, 20% favored different types of solutions and
22.9% did not respond. Of the non-homicide group, 22.7%
favored job opportunities, 14% ban on guns, 41% different
types of solutions and 14% reported no solutions.
Results of the Purpose in Life Test
Presented on Table 12 are frequency distribution
scores on each item from the Purpose in Life Test. Only
ten of the 20 items of the test were used. The first column
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Table 12
Frequency Distribution Scores for Total Sample (N=57)
Homicide Offenders (N=35) and Non-Homicide Offenders









1. In life I had no Percent Percent Percent
goals or aims at all
1 22.8 20.0 27.4
2 12.2 12.4 13.6
3 7.0 8.6 4.5
4 — -- —
5 5.3 5.7 4.5
6 28. 1 28.6 27.3
7 24.6 25.7 22.7































3. In achieving life's
goals I had made no
progress
1 21.1 20.0 22.7
2 17.5 17. 1 18.2
3 5.3 2.9 9.1
4 5.3 5.7 4.5
5 19.3 22.9 13.6
6 26.3 25.7 27.3
7 5.3 5.7 4.5
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Table 12—Continued






























5. In thinking of my
life I often wondered
why I existed
1 14.0 17. 1 9.2
2 8.8 11.4 4.5
3 3.5 2.9 4.5
4 — — —
5 19.3 17.2 22.7
6 35. 1 34.3 36.4
7 19.3 17. 1 22.7
6. With regard to death
I was prepared and
unafraid
1 21. 1 28.6* 9.2
2 24.6 20.0 31.8
3 7.0 11.4 —
4 5.2 5.7 4.5
5 3.5 2.9 4.5
6 15.8 17.1 13.6
7 22.8 14.3 *36.4
7. With regard to suicide
I had thought about it
seriously as a way out
1 5.3 5.7 4.5
2 5.3 5.7 4.5
3 7.0 11.4
4 3.4 5.7 —
5 12.3 14.3 9. 1
6 31.6 23. 1 45.5
7 35.1 34.2 36.4
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Table 12--Continued
8. I regarded my ability
to find meaning,
purpose or mission in
life as very great
1 7.0 8.6 4.6
2 10.5 8.6 13.6
3 17.5 8.6 31.8
4 5.3 8.6
5 17.5 17.1 18.2
6 1.8 2.9 —
7 40.4 45.6 31.8
9. My life was in my









10. I had found no meaning









19.3 17. 1 22.7
12.4 17.2 4.5




15.8 20.0 9. 1
5.3 2.9 9. 1
12.3 14.3 9. 1
3.5 2.9 4.5




represents scores in percentages for the total sample (N=57)*
The second column represents scores for the homicide offenders’
group (N=35) and the third column represents scores for
the non-homicide offenders' group (N=22). Each item was
ranked on a scale of 1 to 7. A score of 1 represented
low purpose and a score of 7i high purpose. In administering
this test, respondents were instructed to avoid the use
of the fourth rating which represented neutrality. As
indicated on this table, the fourth rating is comparatively
low. The majority of respondents' ratings on the scale
of 1-7 tended to be skewed toward the high purpose (5 through
7) with respect to items one (1), "In life I had no goals
or aims at all"; item two (2) "My personal existence was
utterly meaningless, without purpose"; item four (i1) "My
life was empty, filled with despair"; item five (5) "in
thinking of my life, I often wondered why I existed"; item
seven (7) "VJith regard to suicide I had thought about it
seriously as a way out"; item eight (8) "I regarded my
ability to find meaning, purpose or mission in life as
very great"; item nine (9) "My life was in my hands and
I was in control"; and item ten (10) "I had found no meaning
or purpose in life." What these scores indicate is that
both groups relatively, had high purpose in life ratings.
With respect to item six (6) "With regard to death I was
prepared and unafraid," the homicide group's rating were
skewed toward low purpose and the non-homicide group's
ratings were skewed toward high purpose.
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Results of the Internal versus External Measurements
The internal versus external control measurement
developed by Rotter (1966) was used to further investigate
respondents* ratings on the Purpose in Life Test. This
measurement was to test whether a high or low purpose in
life rating was a result of one’s perception of internal
versus external control of reinforcement. Only four forced-
choice items were selected. All items offered choices
between internal and external belief statements. The total
score was computed by summing the number of external beliefs
endorsed. External control items were all underlined,
a under item 1, b under item 2, a under item 3> and be
under item 4. The results on Table 13 are not consistent.
In response to item 1, 86% of all respondents felt people's
misfortunes were a result of the mistakes they made rather
than bad luck. Eighty-three percent (83%) of the homicide
group and ninety-one percent (91%) of the non-homicide
group responded the same. On the second item, 67% of all
respondents, 69% of homicide group and 64% of non-homicide
group felt that, "this world is run by few in power and
the little guy cannot do much about it." With respect
to item 3> there were differences between the two groups.
63% of the homicide group felt that they had little influence
over the things that happened to them while 59% of the
non-homicide group thought it impossible for chance or
luck to have played an important role in their lives.
The means scores and standard deviations on the
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Table 13
Frequency Distribution Scores for Total Sample (N=57)
Homicide Offenders (N=35) and Non-Homicide
Offenders (N=22) on Locus of Control
Total Homicide Non-Homicide
Items Sample Offenders Offenders
1.
a. I. more strongly believe
that many of the unhappy
unhappy things in people’s
lives are partly due to
hard luck. 12.2
b. People’s misfortunes
result from the mistakes
they make. 86.0
2.
a. The average citizen
can have an influence
on- government decisions. 33.3
b. This world is run by the
few in power and there
is not much the little
guy can do about it. 66.7
3.
a. Many times I felt that
I had little influence
over the things that
happened to me. 54.4
b. It is impossible for me
to believe that chance
or luck played an impor¬
tant role in my life. 45*6
4.
a. What happened to me was
my own doing. 57*9
b. Sometimes I felt that I
did not have enough
control over the direction















42. 1 48.6 31.8
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Purpose in Life Test appear on Table 14.
In reference to item one of the test, the respondents'
mean response was 4.35 and a standard deviation of 2.45
indicating that the majority of respondents were on the
positive side of the scale. This type of response was
noted
4.35
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
low high
purpose purpose
the majority of items which were skewed towards the
purpose level except items 3 and 6 which skewed towards
the low purpose level.
Hypothesis Testing
The investigations’ two research hypothesis, defined
in Chapter I, focused on comparing the two groups, the
homicide group and the non-homicide group. The two groups
were compared on two variables, the Purpose in Life Test
and Involvement in physical violence. A statistical analysis
used for the comparison was the t-test. The level of signi¬
ficant differences used was p<.05. The two hypothesis
accompanied by the t-test analysis summary tables appear
below, followed by discussion.
Hypothesis 1 ; There is a significant difference between
homicide offenders on their involvement in physical violence.
To test this hypothesis, the frequency in involvement
in fights, assaults, rape, robbery and murder were items
Table 14
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Means and Standard Deviations on




1. In life I had no goals
or aims at all 57 4.35 2.45
2. My personal existence was
utterly meaningless
without purpose 57 4.60 2. 14
3. In achieving life's goals
had made no progress 57 3.84 2. 10
4. My life was empty,
filled with despair 57 4.40 2.06
5. In thinking of my life
I often wondered why
I existed 57 4.84 2.08
6. With regard to death I
was prepared and unafraid 57 3.84 2.40
7. With regard to suicide
had thought about it
seriously as a way out 57 5.47 1.78
8. I regarded my ability
to find meaning, purpose
or mission in life as
very great 57 4.82 2. 12
9. My life was in my hands
and I was in control 57 4.49 2. 1 1
10. I had found no mission
or purpose in life 57 4.61 2. 12
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Table 15
Analysis for Hypothesis 1
T-test Analysis of Homicide Offenders and Non-offenders
on their Involvement in Physical Violence
Std.










T-test Analysis for Hypothesis 2
T- test Analysis of Homicide Offenders and Non -Homicide
Offenders on Purpose in Life Subscale.
Std.









used to measure physical violence, by both groups.
The analysis of the t-test results, summarized
in Table 15, indicates that subjects from both groups did
not express nor report their Purpose in Life, prior to
the time they committed the crimes and were incarcerated.
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Therefore, Hypothesis 1 was rejected.
Hypothesis 2; There is a significant difference between
homicide offenders and non-homicide offenders regarding
their purpose in life.
To test the second hypothesis subjects from both
groups were asked to respond to 10 items from the Purpose
of Life test. The results of the t-test presented in Table
16 showed no significant differences between the two groups.
The second research hypothesis was also rejected.
The study’s null hypothesis was therefore retained
at the .05 probability level. The interpretation of the
hypothesis test results and other relevant comments on
the findings, are presented below.
Discussion of Results
These research findings provide an objective inquiry
into three basic questions that were extended as summary
statements of the problem. These questions were: (1)
What distinguishes offenders from non-offenders of homicide,
given similar characteristics of race, age level, educational
level, employment statuses, socioeconomics, involvement
in physical violence, family structure and lifestyle?
(2) Do offenders and non-offenders of criminal homicide,
perceive, and assess their world differently, thus having
differences in their purposes in life, given similar demographic
characteristics of age, race, socioeconomics, educational
levels and family structure? (3) Will the findings provide
some basis for further research for establishing predictive
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validity on these variables?
In response to question 1, the results from the
demographic profile and the results form the hypothesis
testing indicate that no significant differences existed
in the two groups' reports on their earlier participation
in physical violence.
In response to question 1, both results from the
demographic profile and the second hypothesis testing indicate
no significant differences in the two groups' assessments
of their purpose in life testing at the time they committed
the crimes. Rigorous statistical analysis using multiple
regression were not employed because of the small sample
size. Had such analysis been used, predictive measures
of association between the dependent and independent variables,
could have been established. Thus, the results could have
been used to respond to the third question.
CHAPTER V
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
This study focused on the crime of homicide which
had become one of the leading causes of death among young
black men. Coupled with the high mortality rate, was their
ratio of incarceration as a result of homicide. The investi¬
gation set out to establish contributory factors to this
problem. Included in the investigation were inquiries
about the behavioral characteristics of those who commit
such crimes. For example, how different do homicide offenders
rank from the rest of the population, in terms of their
perception of life in general? Do they value their lives
as well as the lives of others? An assumption was made
earlier in Chapter I that homicide offenders did not value
their lives nor the lives of others. Consequently, they
would be more likely to kill. The Purpose in Life test
was used to test this assumption on homicide offenders.
Non-homicide offenders also incarcerated for other violent
crimes were used as a control group. It was expected that
both groups responses on the Purpose in Life test would
be skewed towards the lower end of the scale (low purpose)
as a result of incarceration. The results however indicated
that incarceration had no impact on this measurement.
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Further, the results from the statistical analysis
indicated that homicide offenders were no different from
non-homicide offenders on their purpose in life measurement
scale. Although this measurement scale would have generated
interesting results had the control group been drawn from
different demographic groups, the group chosen was ideal in
order to control for extraneous variables.
During this investigation certain observations were
made which further elucidated the findings. Such obser¬
vations were related to the psychological effects of
incarceration and the coping mechanisms adopted to deal with
it. Whereas incarceration is a dehumanizing experience to
anyone, its psychological effects should be worse on
’’members of minority groups, particularly black men. For
instance it was observed that denial and resentment were
generally the types of responses provided by the partici¬
pants to any questions perceived to be an onslaught on what
is left of their ego. Some of the items on the purpose in
life measurement generated denial. Rather than admitting to
any weaknesses in their purpose in life some participants
unconsciously refuted such challenges. The other partici¬
pants’ resentments of the questions led them to abruptly
terminate the interviews, thus voluntarily withdrawing
themselves from the study. Such responses and reactions
were an indication of suspicion, lack of trust and a general
perception of intrusion. Also, the face to face interview
demonstrated some of its flaws, the lack of honesty and
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frankness.
Regarding the second hypothesis, on prior
experiences with physical violence, again marginal
differences were exhibited by both groups. Tn other words,
respondents from both groups had actively participated in
physical violence prior to committing the crimes which
resulted in their incarceration.
It can be surmised from these results, that minor
acts of physical violence are not only indicators of
behavior problems, but they could also be precursors of
serious problems with violence. The frequency in committing
such acts might eventually lead the perpetrators to be
immune from the pain suffered by their victims, thus leading
them to commit much serious crimes such as homicide.
Implications
The purpose in life measurement is a useful
instrument that has the prospects of helping those who are
predisposed to acts of violence against others, to
understand, accept their inner self and be readily
responsive to professional help. However, the utility and
success of this measurement depends on its timely use.
Given the three general levels of prevention, primary,
secondary and tertiary, secondary prevention which targets
those groups at risk would be more ideal. Primary
prevention which is provided to everyone in the general
population would be costly and unmanageable. Tertiary
prevention which is targeted at those individuals who have
108
demonstrated prior experiences with the problem is usually
ineffective. Tertiary prevention commonly used to deal with
society’s social problems such as homicide, is reactive and
subject to failure.
Utilizing the secondary level of prevention, profes¬
sionals, such as social workers and teachers, who are in
constant contact with children and youth especially black
males, who demonstrate behavior problems, can play a
significant role in preventing the escalation of violence
through early detection and intervention. The use of the
instrument per se would not reduce the problem, but
establish parameters for intervention. Effective solutions
to both personal and institutional violence continue to
evade the field of social work, and society at large.
However, the field of social work must continue to be
innovative in its attempts to find effective solutions to
social problems.
Mso a replication of this study, using a larger
randomly selected sample from the prison population and from
the population at large would provide interesting results.
Two prison groups randomly selected from a homicide
population, a non-homicide population and one from a crime
strata would provide a broader sample of comparison.
Further research to determine which variable(s) cause
differences between the group under study and the general
population is of utmost importance. Unlike interracial
homicide whereby the motives have been established intra-
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racial homicide deserves extensive research. Therefore,
this study does provide an alternative approach to future
research on black homicide. Examining the perpetrators
self-assessments about their lives at the time they
committed the crimes helps somehow understand the tumult
they undergo at the time of a murder. By isolating a
variable(s) that are strongly associated with homicide,
preventive measures can be developed.
APPENDIX A
A QUESTIONNAIRE ON DIFFERENTIALS BETWEEN
BLACK MALE HOMICIDE OFFENDERS AND NON-OFFENDERS
This questionnaire has been formulated to examine similarities and
differences in life experiences between black male homicide offenders
and non-offenders.
Kindly give complete and honest answers to all questions. You are
not requested to put your name on this questionnaire. All informa¬
tion provided will be kept strictly confidential.
A. PURPOSE IN LIFE
The following statements have been prepared to assess your
attitude toward life at the time you committed the crime. Each of
these statements is ranked from 1 to 7, Please answer each statement
by circling a number that best describes your life at the time you
committed the crime. Four (4) is a rating that should, if possible, not
be used because it is not helpful in this study.
1. In my life I had:





2. My personal existence was:
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
utterly meaningless
without purpose











4. My 1ife was:






5. In thinking of my life, I:
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
often wondered
why I existed
neutral always saw a
reason for my
being here
6, With regard to death, I was:
~r r





7. With regard to suicide , I had;




neutral never gave it
a second thought
8. I regarded my ability
1 i fe as:
to find a meaning, purpose. or mission in
7 5 5 4 3 2 1
very great neutral practically
none
9. My 1 ife was :
7 6 5 4 3 2 1
in my hands and
I was in control
of it




10. I had found:






B. EXTERNAL LOCUS OF CONTROL
This is a questionnaire to find out the way in which certain
important events in our society affect different people. Each item
consists of a pair of alternatives lettered a or b. Please select
the one statement of each pair (and only one) which you strongly
believe to be the case as far as you are concerned. REMEMBER select that
alternative which you personally believe to be more true by placing a
cross CX: in front of "a" or "h" of each question,
I more strongly believe that:
11. a. Many of the unhappy things in people's lives are
partly due to bad luck.
b. People's misfortunes result from the mistakes
they make.
12. a. The average citizen can have an influence in
government decisions.
b. This world is run by the few people in power,
and there is not much the little guy can do
about it.
13. a. Many times I felt that I had little influence
over the things that happened to me.
b. It is impossible for me to believe that chance
or luck played an important role in my life.
14. a. What happened to me was my own doing.
b. Sometimes I felt that I did not have enough
control over the direction that my life was
taking.
C. EDUCATION AND SCHOOL EXPERIENCES
Now I would like for you to share your school experiences with
me.
15. What grade did you finish in school?
16, If you dropped out of school, pick one reason from the following
by placing a check c/d in front of the one statement that agrees
with you.
You were not making the grades. 1
You ran into trouble with the police, 2
You were expelled from school. 3
You were a member of a gang. 4
Others (please wri te). 5
9
1 1 4





a professional athlete 5




Tell me about your work experiences.
18. At the time you committed this crime, what was your work situation?
Please place a check C/D in front of a statement that is correct.
You were working full-time. 1
You were working part-time. 2
You were not working. 3
You were disabled. 4
Other, write 5
9
19. If you were not working, indicate for how long you were without
a job by checking c/3 the length of time from the following list:





more than six (6) years 6
9
1 1 5
20. If you did not have a job at the time of the crime, place a
check c/d in front of one statement from the following that
best explains the reason.
You had no skills. 1
You had skills but could not get a job. 2
You were not interested in finding a job. 3
There were no jobs in your area. 4
Others, please write 5
Not applicable 9
E. FAMILY STRUCTURE
21. Who raised you? Check c/: one.






others, please write 7
22. Did any of the following members of your family kill






other, please write 6
Not applicable 9
F. LIFESTYLE
Tell me dbouL the things you did to keep yourself busy. Please
check each activity you did and the number of times.




Scheme to commit a
crime 4 \ 3 2 1
Fix cars 4 3 2 1
Hustle 4 3 2 1
Others, write
4 3 2 1
Please state how many times you have used the items listed below






Heroin 4 3 2 1
Cocaine 4 3 2 1
Alcohol 4 3 2 1
Marijuana 4 3 2 1
None 4 3 2 1
G. OTHER ACTIVITIES
Please indicate the number of times you were involved in each of
the following activities. Please answer honestly by circling the









Fights 4 3 2 1 0
Assaults 4 3 ::z ' . 1 0
Rape 4 3 2. .1 0
Robbery 4 3 . 2 . 1 0
Murder 4 3 2 1 0
1 1 7
26. Tell me in what other ways have you been involved with homicide
before this offense. Check c/2.
a witness to a murder 1
a suspect to a murder 2
a family member of a homicide victim 3
a family member of a homicide offender 4
an accessory to a murder 5
other, write 6
none 9
27. Describe to me what would you say actually made you commit this
crime for which you are in custody. Please put a check c/3 in
front of the statement that suits your explanation.
Your ego was threatened. 1
You needed money. 2
Self-defense 3
You felt cheated. 4
Jealousy over a woman 5
Jealousy because you were not getting ahead 6
You just wanted to do it. 7
You don't know. 8
Other, write 9
28. Now tell me about your relationship with your victim. Please
check c/: one.












30. Tell me what do you really believe will stop this crime. Please
check Zy/l one.
Capital punishment 1
Incarceration for life 2
Job opportunities 3
Ban on guns 4
Other, write ' 5
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2 Martin Luther King Jr. Drive, S.W.
Atlanta, GA 30334
RE; Ms. Josephine Tuzwayo
Dear David:
I am requesting permission to have Ms. Tuzwayo interview Inmates
who have been convicted of homicide and are now incarcerated in
prison. Ms. Tuzwayo is a Ph.D. candidate in the School of Social
Work. She is presently working on her dissertation in the area of
Black homicide. She wishes to conduct interviews of Blacks from
Fulton County who have been convicted of homicide and are now incar¬
cerated in prison.
Her sample will consists of approximately 50 Black males who will
be selected randomly from the total population of Black males who have
been convicted and are now Incarcerated.
She is in the process of developing her questionnaire which, of
course, will be submitted to you for approval upon completion. I will
be assisting her during the study and will insure that protocol is
followed.
I was in Las Vegas last week and had dinner with George Sumner.
He sends regards.
Department of Criminal Justice
JD:ef
GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
Floyd Veterans Memorial Building
Room 756 - East Tower
Atlanta, Georgia 30334
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David C. Evans APPENDIX C
Commissioner
Apr?1. 3, 1987
Dr. Julius Debro, Chairman
Department of Criminal Justice
223 James P. Brawley Drive, S.W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30314-4391
Dear Julius;
I have received your request regarding the doctoral research project
which Ms. Josephine Tuzwayo has proposed involving interviewing
a sample of Georgia inmates. The issue of Black homicides is
certainly significant, and we would like to be able to cooperate
with you in this effort.
The Georgia Department of Corrections has established a Research
Review Committee, a group of Senior Staff who review incoming
research proposals and recommend action. I have referred your
letter to Ms. Elaine DeCostanzo, Chair of the Committee, and asked
her to watch for your student's proposal.
If Ms. Tuzwayo would submit to Ms. DeCostanzo a brief summary
of her research plan and complete the attached form, the Committee
will review it upon receipt. We do not need a lot of detail,
but we would like to know her basic assumptions and the major
purpose of her study in terms of what she hopes to prove or
disprove. She should also include a copy of the questionnaire
she plans to use in interviewing inmates.
Our normal review and response time is approximately two weeks.
Bes^ regards






The Department will consider all proposals in respect to
five basic criteria:
1) the protection of the confidentiality of client
information and respect for the offender’s
privacy concerning his/her incarceration or
probation;
2) the protection of the confidentiality of
staff-related information, particularly in the
form of opinions solicited through surveys;
3) an assurance of minimal disruption in the
facility/operation where the research is to take
place;
4) the responsible use of agency resources; and
5) presentation of a methodologically sound research
approach.
RESEARCH REVIEW COMMITTEE AND REVIEW PROCESS
The Research Review Committee is a group of senior
managers who serve as the agency’s authoritative clearinghouse
for requests to conduct independent or cooperative research.
The Committee provides a mechanism for balancing the agency’s
needs against a legitimate desire to expand the available
knowledge base about offenders and corrections.
The Research Review Committee also includes among its
number four academicians from state-operated or private
colleges and universities. These professionals serve in an
advisory capacity concerning methodological or issue-related
questions in their respective disciplines. Their
participation in Committee meetings is on an as-needed basis.
Initial Inquiry
A prospective researcher will contact the Research Review
Committee Chairperson who will ensure that the individual
receives a GDC Research Initiation Form. The prospective
researcher completes and returns this form along with:
1) a typewritten synopsis of the proposed
research, and
2) a current academic/work experience resume of
the researcher.
Notification
The Committee Chairperson will notify the prospective
researcher of the Commissioner’s decision no later than two
working days after receipt of the decision.
Appeal Process
Should the prospective researcher wish to appeal a
decision of the Commissioner of Corrections, he/she must
submit such appeal in writing to the Commissioner no later
than five working days after receipt of the decision.
Interim Reports
During the course of a project, the researcher will make
periodic status reports to the Chairperson of the Research
Review Committee. The frequency and nature of these reports
will depend upon the type of research being conducted.
Sponsors
If the prospective researcher is a non-agency individual
or if he/she is conducting research in a division other than
where he/she is currently employed, the Committee Chairperson
will request a staff person from the affected division to act
as a sponsor. Typically, this person would assist the
researcher in contacting appropriate GDC managers and staff to
set up the research.
PROJECT COMPLETION/FOLLOW-UP
No later than one week after publication of a final
report, the researcher will submit a copy of that report to
the Chairperson of the Research Review Committee. Submission
of such document is the responsibility of the researcher.
If the Committee does not receive a report within two
weeks after the "Expected Report Completion Date" indicated on
the Research Initiation Form, the Chairperson will send one
reminder letter. If the researcher still does not respond,
the Coordinator will send a second letter with a copy to the
researcher’s academic/work supervisor, as appropriate.
PUBLICATION/DISSEMINATION
In accordance with accepted academic practice, the




Research Review Committee members will review the
proposal, keeping in mind the five review criteria outlined
above. Each member may then recommend to the Commissioner one
of the following options:
1) Approval: If the Committee member believes that the
proposed research does not compromise any of the
criteria outlined above, then the Committee member
will vote to pass the proposal.
2) Approval with Qualifications: If the Committee member
believes that the project could benefit the Department
and corrections in general, but has reservations about
confidentiality, operational disruption or associated
costs, the member may stipulate the conditions under
which he/she would recommend approval.
The Committee member would select this option if the
time-frame set out for the project is unreasonable in
terms of the work to be accomplished.
The Committee member would also select this option in
order to stipulate an additional area for exploration
as part of the research effort.
3) Disapproval: If the Committee member believes that the
proposed research is unacceptable in terms of
client/staff risk, resource cost, or other criteria
specified above, then the member will vote to reject
the proposal.
All Committee recommendations for approval or disapproval
must be by unanimous vote. That is, all Committee members
asked to vote on a given proposal must agree with the
decision. Any disagreements not resolved by the Committee
will be resolved by the Deputy Commissioner, Technical
Services Division, and the Deputy of the Division whose
representative cast a dissenting vote.
Commissioner Disposition
The Committee will submit all recommendations in writing
to the Commissioner for final disposition. The Commissioner
may either accept, modify or reject the Committee’s
recommendation.
GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
RESEARCH APPROVAL PROCESS
PURPOSE
The Georgia Department of Corrections (GDC) supports and
encourages serious research concerning the behavior of law
offenders and the various correctional responses to that
behavior. Such research may address areas such as policy
analysis, program impact, or statistical descriptions of
subpopulations.
The agency’s goal in this respect is to expand the role
of research-based information in correctional decision-making
in Georgia. In realizing that goal, GDC’s managers support
most vigorously those research efforts with a discernible,
practical payoff in terms of operations, programs and
services. The agency believes that independent and
cooperative research efforts contribute a valuable dimension
to responsible public dialogue about Georgia’s criminal
justice system.
An ancillary goal is to foster an interest in corrections
as a career by providing students with an opportunity to
field-test their academic hypotheses about corrections in
Georgia, with guidance from experienced correctional staff.
AUTHORITY
In accordance with GDC Rules and Regulations, "medical
experimental and/or research activities involving either
inmates or staff shall not be undertaken without the prior
written approval of the Commissioner of Corrections for each
project proposed. Such approval shall clearly define the type
of research approved, the exact methodology to be utilized,
the length of time of the project and shall require regular
periodic reports during the course of the project"
(415-4-4-,12).
APPLICABILITY
These procedures apply to any individual, whether
employed by GDC or not, who proposes to conduct a research
project using an offender or correctional staff subject
population and agency resources. "Agency resources" is herein
defined as a facility, staff time, or data (computer-generated
or paper files) under GDC’s jurisdiction.
GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
Floyd Veterans Memorial Building
Room 756 - East Tower
Atlanta, Georgia 30334
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TO; Walter Zant, Deputy Commissioner
Facilities Division
FROM: Elaine T. DeCostanzo, Director
Office of Evaluation and Statistics
RE: Student Research Project
The Research Review Committee has approved a request for a research
project which was received from Josephine K. Norwood, a doctoral
student at Atlanta University. Her faculty advisor is Dr. Julius
Debro. The project she has planned is designed to try to identify
factors associated with those who commit homicide, and she plans
to look specifically at those who are Black and are currently serving
a sentence for murder in which the victim was also Black. Her interest
seems to lie in family and socio-economic factors which are
concentrated in the Black community which may be associated with
murder.
This is a project which seems to have no potential for negative impact
for the agency and could produce some interesting analysis. We do
not have expectations for findings of major significance, but anything
learned that would provide better understanding of the problems of
repeating crime cycles which are disproportionately concentrated
in Black populations would certainly be useful.
She has prepared a questionnaire and in the course of this research
would need to interview approximately 150 inmates who have committed
Black on Black murders. Our suggestion was that she start at Metro
and satisfy as much of her need as possible there. A listing of
all the Black inmates at Metro serving sentences for murder produced
a list of 65 names. We have discussed this request with Mary Esposito
and she expressed a willingness to make inmates available for
interview, but she requested that Ms. Norwood begin by reviewing
the central office files for information regarding the race of the
victims in order to narrow the list and minimize the impact on
institutional staff time. Our guess is that 50 or more of these







We are requesting your approval for Ms. Norwood to proceed with a
file review of these 65 cases and then arrange with Mary Esposito
for the times for interviews at the institution. We have explained
to Ms. Norwood that she would have to adjust her time to the
convenience of the institutional staff, and she has expressed
willingness to conduct the interviews at any time your staff decides.
Ms. Norwood appears to be an exceptionally mature and bright
individual, and we have every expectation that she will be very
respectful of the concerns of the agency. She has held her sechedule
open for the summer and is very anxious to proceed with this project




Georgia Department of Corrections
2 Martin Luther King Jr. Drive, Suite 870 U'/
Atlanta, Georgia 30334 (4.04) 656-4609
APPENDIX F
Researcher’s Name: Josephine K. Norward Title: Student
Mailing Address: 1439 Cedar Heights Drive, Stone Mountain, Georgia 30083
Business Phone:(4041 681-0251 Affiliation: Atlanta University
Supervisor’s Name: Dr. Julius Debro Phone: 681-0251, Ext. 301




Project Goal(s): To identify strong predictors of homicidal individuals
for future testing and attempt to develop interventive strategies for
those at risk.
Dates of
Projected Time Frame: 14 days On-site Work: May 18, 1987-Ma.y 29, 1987
Expected Report Completion Date: July 30, 1987
Type Services Required from GDC: Security and some form of incentive to
participants
RESEARCH AGREEMENT: In return for agency support of my research efforts,
I agree to provide the GDC Research Review Committee a copy of my final
report no later than one week after its publication.
RESEARCH REVIEW COMMITTEE DISPOSITION
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Director of Mainframe Systems
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Kindly find enclosed a copy of a questionnaire that was administered to 30
Inmates at Metro Corrections, and a copy of a memorandum from the central
office.
In our telephone conversation, you Indicated that It would not be possible
for you to Identify Inmates In your facility who had committed homicide.
We then agreed that It would be better to Interview Black males between
the ages of 15 and 40 regardless of the crimes they had committed, I
would therefore appreciate It If you would review this questionnaire and
let me know If you would have problems administering It for me.
Sincerely,
Josephine Kuzwayo-Norward




















I received your letter dated February 5, 1988 and I sincerely appreciate
your response and cooperation.
I am sending sIxty-sIx copies of the questionnaires which are to be self-
administered. Based on my prevlous,experIence at Metro Corrections,
Inmates who participated In the study had no problems comprehending the
questionnaire. I would like to think face-to-face Interviews, If any,
would be minimal.
Again, thank you for your assistance.
Sincerely,
Josephine Kuzwayo-Norward
Assistant Professor of Social Work
JKN;Jg
Enc.
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